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Th£ single end of this book is the presentation, in a compact and convenient 
form, of the more important facts, votes, resolves, letters, speeches, reports 
and other documents, which elucidate the political contest now agitating this 
country. It has been our aim to let every candidate and other important per- 
sonage speak for himself, make his own platform, and vindicate (if he may) his 
own consistency and the soundness of his views on the great questions which 
underlie our current politics. 

Of course, such a work can have but a comparative merit. Make it ever so 
large, and still many things must be omitted that the compiler would wish to 
insert ; and every critic will plausibly ask, " Why insert this and omit that ? 
Why give so much of A. and so little of B. ?" Beside, it is not always possi- 
ble to remember, or, if remembered, to find, all that would be valued in a work 
lil:e this. We can only say tha* we have done our best : let him do better 
who can. 

Inaccuracy of citation is one of the chief vices of our political discussions. 
You can hardly listen to a set speech, even from a well-informed and truthful 
canvasser, which is not marred by some misapprehension or unconscious mis- 
statement of the position and views of this or that prominent statesman. 
Docume:cts, heedlessly read and long since lost or mislaid, are quoted from 
with fluency and confidence, as though with indubitable accuracy, when the 
citations so made • do gross injustice to their author, and tend to mislead the 
hearer. We believe the documents collected in this work are so printed that 
their general accuracy may be safely relied on. 

By canvassers of all parties, we trust our Text-Book will be found conve- 
nient, not to say indispensable. But those who only listen, and read, and 
reflect, will abd find it a manifest help to a clear understanding of the issues and 
contentions of tie day. They will be interested in comparing the actual posi- 
tions taken by Mr. Lincoln, or Mr. Douglas, or Gen. Cass, or Mr. Everett, as 
fuithfuUy set icnth in this work, with those confidently attributed to that 
statesman in the flve.it harangue of some political opponent, who is intent on 
blazoning his iccou Uistency or proving his insincerity. To verify and correct 
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the citations of a frothy declaimer is sometimes the easiest and most convincing 
refutation of his speech. 

If a trace of partisan bias is betrayed in the thread of narrative which par- 
tially unites the successive reports, bills, votes, etc., presented in this work, the 
error is unintentional and regretted. Our purpose was to compile a record 
acceptable and convenient to men of all pai-ties, and which might be consulted 
and trusted by all. Whatever is original herein is regarded as of no use or 
meiit, save as a necessary elucidation of the residue. Without apology, there- 
fore, or further explanation, the Text-Book is commended to the favor of the 
American public. 

New- York, August 1st, 18(>0. 
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NATIONAL CAUCUSES, CONVENTIONS, AND 

PLATFORMa 



National Conventions for the nomination of 
candidates are of comparatively recent origin. 
In the earlier political history of the United 
States, under the Federal Constitution, candi- 
dates for President and Vice-President were 
nominated by congressional and legislative 
caucuses. Washington was elected as first 
President under the Constitution, and reelected 
for a second term by a unanimous, or nearly 
unanimous, concurrence of the A.merican people; 
but an opposition party gradually grew up in 
Congress, which became formidable during his 
second term, and which ultimately crystalized 
into what was then called the Republican 
party. John Adams, of Massachusetts, was 

frominent among the leading Federalists, while 
homas Jefferson, of Virginia, was predmi- 
oently tb6 author and oracle of the Republican 
party, and, by common consent, they were the 
opposing candidates for the Presidency, on 
Washington's retirement in 1796-7. 

Mr. Adiuns was then chosen President, while 
Mr. Jefiferson, having the largest ei.ectoral vote 
next to Mr. A., became Vice-President. 

The first Congressional Caucus to nominate 
candidates for President and Vice-President, is 
taid to have been held in Philadelphia in the 
year 1800, and to have nominated Mr. Jeffer- 
son for the first office, and Aaron Burr for the 
second. These candidates were elected after a 
desperate struggle, beating John Adams and 
Charles C. Pinckney, of South Carolina. In 
1804, Mr. Jefferson was reelected President, 
with George Clinton, of New-York, for Vice, 
encountering but slight opposition: Messrs. 
Charles C. Pinckney and Rufus King, the op- 
posing candidateei, receiving only 14 out of 176 
Electoral Votes. We have been unable to find 
Miy record as to the manner of their nomina- 
tion. In January, 1808, when Mr. Jefferson^s 
second term was about to close, a Republieau 
Congressional Caucus was held at Washington, 
to decide as to the relative claims of Madison 
and Monroe for the succession, the Legisla- 
ture of Virginia, which had been said to exert 



a potent influence over such questions, being^ 
on this occasion, unable to agree as to which oi 
her favored sons should have the preference. 
Ninety-four of the 186 Republican members of 
Congress attended this caucus, and declared 
their preference of Mr. Madison, who received 
83 votes, the remaining 1 1 being divided be- 
tween Mr. Monroe and George Clinton. The 
Opposition supported Mr. Pinckney; but Mr. 
Madison was elected by a large majority. 

Toward the close of Mr. Madison's earlier 
term, he was nominated for reelection by a 
Congressional Caucus held at Washington, in 
May, 1812. In September of the same year, a 
convention of the Opposition, representing 
eleven States, was held in the city of New- 
York, which nominated De Witt Clinton, of 
New- York, for President He was also put in 
nomination by the Republican Legislature of 
New- York. The ensuing canvass resulted in 
the reelection of Mr. Madison, who received 
128 electoral votes to 89 for De Witt Clinton. 

In 1816, the Republican Congressional Caucus 
nominated James Monroe, who received, in the 
caucus, 65 votes to 54 for Wm. H. Crawford, 
of Georgia. The Opposition, or Federalists, 
named Rufus King, of New- York, who receiver 
only 84 electoral votes out of 217. There was 
no opposition to the reelection of Mr. Monroe 
in 1820, a single (Republican) vote being cast 
against him, and for John Quincy Adams. 

In 1824, the Republican party could not be 
induced to abide by the decision of a Congre»> 
sioual Caucus. A large majority of the Repub- 
lican members formally refused to participatie 
in such a gathering, or be governed by Its deci- 
sion ; still, a Caucus was called and attended by 
the friends of Mr. Crawford alooo. Of the 261 
members of Congress at this time, 216 were 
Democrats or Republicans, yet only 66 res- 
ponded to their names at roU-cail, 64 of whom 
voted for Mr. Crawford as the Republioaa nomi- 
nee for President. This nomination was very 
extensively repudiated throughout the countrjr 
and three competing Republican Candida' 
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were brought into the field through legislative 
and other machinery — viz., Andrevr Jackson, 
Henry Clay, and John Quincy Adams. The re- 
sult of this famouA ** scrub race*' for the Presi- 
dency was, that no one was elected by the 
people, Gen. Jackson receiving 99 electoral 
votes, Mr. Adams ^, M& Crawford 41, and Mr. 
Clay 87. The election then devolved on the 
House of Representatives, where Mr. Adams 
was chosen, receiving the votes of 18 States, 
against 7 for Gen. Jackson, and 4 for Mr. Craw- 
ford. This was the end of **King Caucus.** 
Gen. Jackson was immediately thereafter put 
in nomination for the ensuing term by the Le- 
gislature of Tennessee, having only Mr. Adams 
for an opponent in 1828, when he was elected 
by a decided majority, receiving 178 Electoral 
Votes to 88 for Mr. Adams. Mr. John C. Cal- 
houn, who had at first aspired to the Presidency, 
in 1824, withdrew at an early stage from the 
canvass, and was thereupon chosen Yice^Presi- 
deut by a very large eUctoral majority-=-Mr. 
Albert Gallatin, of Pennsylvania, (the caucus 
candidate on the Crawford ticket,) being his 
only serious competitor. In 1828, Mr. Calhoun 
was the candidate for Vice-President on the 
Jackson ticket, and of course reelected. It 
was currently stated that the concentration of 
the Crawford and Calhoun strength on this 
ticket was mainly efiected by Messrs. Martin 
Van Buren and Churchill C.Cambreleng, of New- 
York, during a southern tour made by them in 
1 8 27. In 1828, Richard Rush, of Pennsylvania, 
was the candidate for Vice-President on the 
Adams ticket. 



New-York, presided over the delil crations of the 
Convention, and the nominees received each 
108 votes. The candidates accepted the nomi« 
nation and received the electoral vote of Ver- 
mont only. The Convention did not enunciate 
any distinct platform of principles, but ap- 
pointed a committee to issue an Address to the 
people. In due time, the address was published. 
It is quite as prolix and verbose as modern po- 
litical addresses; and, after stating at great 
length the necessary qualifications for the 
Chief of a great and free people, and present- 
ing a searching criticism on the institution of 
free-masonry in its moral and political bearings, 
somewhat intensified from the excitement 
caused by the (then recent) alleged murder of 
William Morgan, for having revealed the secrets 
of the Masonic Order, the Address comes to the 
conclusion that, since the institution had be- 
come a political engine, political agencies must 
be used to avert its baneful effects — in other 
words, ** that an enlightened exercise of the 
right of 8u£frage is the constitutional and 
equitable mode adopted by the Anti-Masons is 
necessary to remove the evil they suffer, and 
produce the reforms they seek.** 



U. S. ANTI-MASONIC CONVENTION— 1830. 

The first political National Convention in this 
country of which we have any record was held 
at Philadelphia in September, 1880, styled the 
United States Anti-Masonic Convention. It was 
composed of 96 delegates, representing the 
States of New- York, Massachusetts, Connecti- 
cut, Vermont, Rhode Island, Pennsylvania, 
New-Jersey, Delaware, Ohio, Maryland and the 
Territory of Michigan. Francis Granger of 
New-York presided ; but no business was trans- 
acted beyond the adoption of the following 
resolution : 

litsolved^ That It is recommended to the people of the 
United States, opposed to secret societies, to meet in 
convention on Monday the 26th day of September, 1881, 
at the city of Baltimore, by delegates equal in number 
to their representatiyes in both houses of Congress, to 
make nouiinatlons of suitable candidates for the office 
of President and Vice-President, to be supported at the 
next election, and for the transaction of such other 
business as the cause of Anti-Masonry may require. 

In compliance with the foregoing call, a Na- 
tional Anti-Masonic Convention was held at Balti- 
more, in September, 1831, which nominated 
William Wirt, of Maryland, for President, and 
Amos Ellmaker, of Pennsylvania, for Vice-Pre- 
sident. The convention was attended by 1 1 2 de- 
legates from the States of Maine, New-Hampshire, 
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con- 
necticut, New- York, New-Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Ohio, Indiana, Delaware and Maryland —only 
Massachusetts, New-York and Pennsylvania 
being fully represented. John G. Spencer, of 
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DEMOCRATIC OR JACKSON NATIONAL 
CONVENTION— 1832. 

There was no open opposition in the Demo- 
cratic party to the nomination of Gen. Jackson 
for a second term ; but the party were not so 
well satisfied with Mr. Calhoun, the Vice-Presi- 
dent ; so a Convention was called to meet at 
Baltimore in May, 1832, to nominate a candi- 
date for the second office. Delegates appeared 
and took their seats f^om the States of 
Maine, New-Hampshire, Vermont, Massachu- 
setts, Connecticuc, Rhode Island, New- York, 
New-Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Mary- 
land, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ten- 
nessee, Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana and Illinois. 

Gen. Robert Lucas, of Ohio, presided, and 
the regular proceedings were commenced by 
the passage of the following resolution : 

Re9oloed^ That each State be entitled, in the nomina- 
tion to be made for the Vice-Presidency, to a number t>f 
votes equal tb the number to which they will be entitled 
in the electoral colleges, under the new apportionment, 
in voting for President and Vice-President: and that 
two-thirds of the whole number of the votes in the Con- 
vention shall be necessary to constitute a choice. 

This seems to have been the origin of the 
famous *' two-thirds" rule which has prevailed 
of late in Democratic National Conventions. 

The Convention proceeded to ballot for a can- 
did.ite for Vice-President, with the following 
result : 

For Martin Van Buren: Conneciiont, 8; Illinois, 2; 
Ohio, 21 ; Tennessee, 15 ; North Carolina, 9 ; Georgia, 11 ; 
Louisiana, 6; Pennsylvania, 80; Maryland, 7; New- 
Jersey, 8 ; Mississippi, 4 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Maine, 10 ; 
Massachusetts, 14; Delaware, 8; New-Hampshire, 7; 
NewYo k, 42 ; Vermont, 7 ; Alabama, 1— Total, SOSl 

For Richard M. Johnson: Illinois, 3; Indiana, 9; 
Kentucky, 15— Total, 26. 

For Philip P. Barbour : North Carolina, 8 ; Virginia, 
28 ; Maryland, 8 ; South Carolina, 11 ; Alabama, 6— 
Total, 49. 

Mr. Van Buren, having received more than 
two-thirds of all the votes cast, was declared 
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duly nomioated as the candidate of the party 
for Vice-President. 

The Convention passed a resolution cordially 
concurring in the repeated nominations which 
Gen. Jackson had received in various parts of 
the country for reelection as President. 

Mr. Archer, of Virginia, from the committee 
appointed to prepare an address to the people, 
reported that 

The committee, having Interchanged oplniona on the 
■abject submitted to them, and agreeing fully in Uie 
principles and sentiments which they believe ought to be 
embodied in an address of this description, If such an 
address were to be made, nevertheless deem it advisa- 
ble under existing circumstances, to recommend the 
adoption of the following resolution : 

Bssoleed^ That it be recommended to the several de- 
legations in this Convention, in place of a General Ad- 
dress from this body to the people of the United States, 
to make such explanations by address, report, or other- 
wise, to their respective constituents, of the object, pro- 
ceedings and result of the meeting, as they may deem 
expedient. 

The result of this election was the choice of 
General Jackson, who received the electoral 
TOte 6f the following States : 

Hidne. 10 ; New-Hampshire, 7 ; New-Tork, 42 ; New- 
Jersey, 8 ; Pennsylvania, 80 ; Maryland, 8 ; Virginia, 
88 : North Carolina, 15 ; Georgia, 11 ; Tennessee, 10 ; 
Ohio, 81 ; Louisiana, 6 ; Mississippi, 4 ; Indiana, 9 ; 
lUinois, 6; Alabama,?; Missouri, 4— Total, 819. 

For Mr. Clay : Massachusetts, 14 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; 
Connecticut, 8 ; Delaware, 8 ; Maryland, 5 ; Kentucky, 
l&-Totai; 49. 

For John Floyd, of Virginia : South Carolina, 11. 

For William Wirt, of Maryland: Vermont, 7 

Mr. Van Buren received only 189 votes for 
Vice-President, Pennsylvania, which cast her 
vote for Jackson, having voted for William 
Wilkins of that State for Vice-President. 
John Sergeant, for Vice-President, received the 
same vote as Mr. Clay for President. South 
Carolina voted for Henry Lee of Massachusetts, 
for Vice-President. 



NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CONVENTION— 

1831. 

The National Republicans net in convention 
at Baltimore, Dec. 12, 1831. Seventeen States 
and the District of Columbia were represented 
by 157 delegates, who cast a unanimous vote 
for Henry Clay, of Kentucky, for President, and 
John Sergeant, of Pennsylvania, for Vice-Pre- 
sident. James Barbour, of Virginia, presided, 
and the States represented were : Maine, New- 
Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con- 
necticut, Vermont, New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia 
North Carolina, Kentucky, Tennessee, Ohio, 
Louisiana and Indiana. The Convention adopted 
no formal platform of principles, but issued an 
Address, mainly devoted to a criticism on the 
Administration of Gen. Jackson, asserting, 
among other things, that — 

The political history of the Union for the last three 
yean exhibits a series of measures plainly dictated In all 
their prtneipal features by blind cupidity or vindictive 
party spirit, marked throughout by a disregard of good 
policy. Justice, and every high and generous sentiment, 
and, terminating in a dissolution of the Cabinet under 
circumstances more discreditable than any of the kind to 
be met with in the annals of the olvilised world. 

The address alludes to the charge of incapa- 
city and corruption leveled against his imme- 



diate predecessor (J. Q. Adams) by Gen. Jack- 
son in his Inaugural Addrf'SM, and adds : 

The indecorum of this denunoiation was hardly less 
glaring than its essential iDJustice, and can only be 
paralleled by that of the subsequent denunciation of the 
same Administration, on the same authority, to a foreign 
government. 

Exception is taken to the indiscriminate re- 
moval of all officers within the reach of the Pre- 
sident, who were not attached to his person or 
party. As illustrative of the extent to which 
this political proscription was carried, it is stated 
that, within a month after the inauguration of 
General Jackson, more persons were removed 
from office than during the whole 40 years that 
had previously elapsed since the adoption of the 
Constitution. Fault is also found with the Ad- 
ministration in its conduct of our foreign affairs. 
Again the Address lajs : 

On the great subjects of internal policy, the ooune 
of the President has been so inconsistent and vacillating, 
that it is impossible for any party to place confidence in 
his character, or to consider him as a true and effective 
friend. By avowing his approbation of a Judicious tariff, 
at the same time recommending to Congress precisely the 
same policy which had been adopted as the best plan of 
attack by the opponents of that measure ; by admitting 
the consUtutionality and expediency of Internal Improve- 
ments of a National character, and at the same moment 
negativing the most important bills of this description 
which were presented to him by Congress, the President 
has shown that he is either a secret enemy to the system, 
or that he U willing to sacrifice the most important na- 
tional objects in a vain attempt to conciliate the conflict- 
ing Interests, or rather adverse party feeling and opinions 
of different sections of the country. 

Objection is taken to Gen. Jackson's war on 
the United States Bank, and the necessity and 
usefulness of that institution are argued at con- 
siderable length. The outrageous and inhuman 
treatment of the Cherokee Indians by the State 
of Georgia, and the failure of the Natiopal Ad- 
ministration to protect them in their rights, 
acquired by treaty with the United States, 
is also the subject of animfidveraion in the 
the Address. 

A resolve was adopted, recommending to the 
young men of the National Republican Party to 
hold a Convention in the city of Washington on 
the following May. 

Such a Convention was accordingly held at 
the Capital on the 11th of May, 1832, over 
which William Cost Johnson, of Maryland, pre- 
sided, and at which the following, among other 
resolves, were adopted : 

Bssoload^ That an adequate Protection to American 
Industry is indispensable to the prosperity of the coun- 
try; and that an abandonment of the policy at this 
period would be attended with consequences ruinous to 
the best interests of the Nation. 

Resolved^ That a uniform system of Internal Improve* 
ments, sustained and supported by the General Govern- 
ment, is calculated to secure, in the highest degree, the 
harmony, the strength and the permanency of the &•• 
public. 

Beaoloed, That the indiscriminate removal of publle 
officers, for a mere difference of political opinion, is a 
groes abuse of power; and that the doctrine latelly 
boldly preached in the CJnited States Senate, that " to the 
victors belong the spoils of the vanquished," is detrl> 
mental to the interest, corrupting to the morals, and 
dangerous to the liberties of the people of this coun- 
try. 



DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION, 

1835. 

In May, 1835, a National Convention repre* 
senting twenty-one States, assembled at Balti- 
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nore to Dominate eandidates for Prentdent and 
Vice-President. The Hon. Andrew Stevenson, 
of Virginia, waa eboaen president, with half a 
dozen Tice-presidents and four secretaries. A 
rule was adopted that two-thirds of the whole 
number of votes should be necessary to make a 
nomination or to decide any question connected 
therewith. On the first ballot for President, 
¥r. Van Bnren was nominated unanimously, re- 
ceiving 26ft votes. For Vice-President, Richard 
M. Johnson, of Kentucky, received 178, and 
William G. Rives, of Virginia, 87. Mr. John- 
ton, having received more than two*thirds of 
all the votes cast, was declared duly nominaied 
as the candidate for Vice-President, This Con- 
vention adopted no platform. 

THE OPPOSITION IS 18S6. 

In 1836, Gen. Wm. H. Harrison, of Ohio, was 
nominated for President, with Francis Granger, 
for Vice-President, by a Whig State Convention 
at Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, and hIso by a 
Democratic And-Masonic Convf^ntiou held at 
the same place. A Whig State Convention in 
Maryland also nominated Gen. Harrison for Pre- 
sident, with John Tvler, of Virginia, for Vice 
Gen. H. also received nominations in Ne^r York, 
Ohio and other States. 

Hugh L. White, of Tennessee was nominated 
by the Legislatures of Tennessee and Alabama, 
as the Opposition or Anti-Jackson candidate ; 
while Mr. Webster was the favorite of the Oppo- 
sition in Massachusetts, and Willie P. Manguni, 
of N. C. received the vote of S. C, 11. The 
result of the contest of 1886 was the election 
of Mr. Van Bnren, who received the electoral 
votes of the States of 

Maine, 10; New-Hampshire, T ; Hhode Island, 4; Oon- 
aectiettt, 8 ; New York, 42 ; Pennsylvania, 80 ; Virftiifa, 
18; North OaroUna, 16; iiOoisiana, 6 ; Misdis^ippi, 4; 
Illinois, 5; Alabama, 7 ; Missouri, 4; Arkansas, 8 ; Mlclti- 
f an, 8— Tutal 17a 

Gen. Harrison received the votes of 

Vermont. 7 ; New-Jersey, 8 ; Pelavare, 8 ; Maryland, 
10 ; Kentacky, 10; Ohio, 21 ; and Indiana, 9— Total, 78. 

Hugh L. White received the vote of Georgia, 
11, and Tennessee, 15: total, 26. Mr. Webster 
received the vote of Massachusetts, 14. 

WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION,--1839. 

A Whig National Convention representing 
twenty- one States met at Harrisburg, Pa., Dec. 
4, 1889. James Barbour, of Virginia, presided, 
«nd the result of the first ballot was the nomina- 
tion of Gen. William U. Harrison, of Ohio, who 
received 148 * votes to 00 for Henry Clav, and 
16 for Gen. Winfield Scott John Tyfer, of 
Virginia, was unanimously nominated as the 
Whig candidate for Vice-President. The Con- 
vention adopted no platform of principles ; but 
the partv in conducting the memorable cam- 
paign of 1840, assailed the Administration of 
Mr. Van Buren for its general mismanagement 
of public affairs and its profligacy, and the 

"Ballots were repeatedly taken in emnmittee throughout two 
or three days ; bnt as uo candidate received a nmjority, it wna 
only reported to the conventioo thitt the committee liad not b«cn 
able toMicree on a CHndidato to be preMeiited to the convention. 
Fiiiaily, the delegatet from New. York and other Rtates whkh 
bnd supported (ten. Scott, generally went over to Gen. Hnrrlsoti. 
who tli OS received a mHjority, when ibe result was declared, an 
above. 



reeuU was the triumphant election of Harrison 
! and Tyler, Van Buren receiving the electoral 
vote of only seven States ; vis : 

New-Hampshire, 7 ; Tirgtala, 99 ; Sooth Oarolioa, 11 ; 
IlMnnta. 5 ; Alahama, T ; BMMouti, 4 ; and Arkaaaas, S— 
Total, 60. 

South Carolina refused to vote for Richard M. 
Johnson for Vice-President, throwing away her 
11 votes on Littleton W. Tazewell, of Virginia. 
Harrison and Tyler received the votes of the 
following States: 

Maloe, 10; Ma«fadia9«tts, 14; Rhode leland, 4; Oon- 
nectivut, 8 ; Venuooi, 7 ; Nev-Yoric 42 ; New-Jersey, 8 : 
Pennsylvania, $u ; Delaware, 8; Maryland, 10 ; North 
Oaroliua, 15 ; Georgia, 11 : Kentucky, 15 ; Tenoe!»ee, 15 ; 
Ohiu, 21; LouUiaoa>5i MlMiwipi4,4: Indiana, 9; Bliohl- 
gaa, ft-Total, ti84. 



ABOLITION CONVEJrTION,-*1889. 

A Convention of Abolitionists was held at 
Warsaw, K. Y., on the 18th of November, 1689, 
which adopted the following : 

Rsfoloed. That, in oar judgment, every eemidaratioa 
of duty and expediency which ought to control the 
action of Christian feemea, requires of theAbolitloalais 
of the U. S. to organize a distinct and Independent poli- 
tical party, embracing all the necessary meana for nomi- 
nating candidates for office and sastatniag them by 
public suffrage. 

The Convention then nominated for Presi* 
dent James G. Birney, of New York, and for 
Vice-President Francis J. Lcmoyne, of Penn- 
sylvania. These gentlemen subsequently de- 
clined the nomination. Nevertheless they 
received a total of 7,6U9 votes in various Free 
States. 



DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION, 

1S40. 

A Democratic National Convention met at 
Baltimore, May .^th, 1840, to nominate candi- 
dates for President and Vice-President. Dele- 
rrntes were present from the States of Maine, 
New-Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, New- York, New-Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Maryland, North Carolina, Georgia, Kentucky, 
Tcnnes8ee,Ohio, Alabama,Mis8is8ippi, Louisiana, 
Indiana, Misdonri, Michigan, and Arkansas. 
Gov. William Carroll, of Tennessee, presided, 
and the Convention, before proceeding to the 
nomination of candidates, adopted the follow- 
ing platform — viz. : 

1. B990imeA, That the Federal Oovarament is one of 
limited powera, derived solely from the Constitution, and 
the grants of power shown therein ought to be stnctly 
construed by all the departments and ageota of the 
government, and that it is inexpedlextt and dangerous to 
exercise doubtful conatitutional powers. 

2. BeaoPoedy That the Cooatitution does not confer 
upon the General Government the power to commenoe 
or carry on a general system of taternal improvement. 

8. BMOhedf That the Constitution doea not confer 
authority upon'llie Federal Government, directly or in- 
directly, to assume the debts of the several States, ooa- 
tracted for local internal improvements or other State 
purposes ; nor would such aasumptlon be Just or ex- 
pedient. 

4. BMol9*d^ That Jufltioe and sound policy forbid the 
Federal €K>vernment to foster one branch of Industry to 
the detriment of another, or to oherieh the Intareat of 
one portion to tiie iajnry of another portion of our oom- 
mon country*-4hat every citiien and every section of 
the country has a right to demand and inaist upon an 
equality of rights and privileges, and to complete and 
ample protection of persons and property from domedtii 
violence or fore* "a aggresslan. 
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5. Jieaolcedy That it is the duty of every branch of 
the government to enforce and practice the most rigid 
economy in conducting our public affairs, and that no 
more revenue ought to be raised than is required to de- 
fray the necessary expenses of the government. 

6. Hesolvedy That Congress has no power to charter a 
United States Bank, that we believe such an institution 
one of deadly hostility to th» best interests of the coun- 
try, dangerous to our republican institutions and the 
liberties of the people, and calculated to place the busi- 
ness of the country within the control of a concentrated 
money power, and above the laws and the will of the 
people. 

7. Jiesolvedy That Congress lias no power, under the 
Constitution, to interfere with or control the domestic 
institutions of the several States ; and that such States 
are the sole and proper judges of everything pertaining 
to their own affairs, not prohibited by the Constitution ; 
that all efforts, by abolitionists or others, made to induce 
Congress to interfere with questions of slavery, or to 
take incipient steps in relation thereto, are calculated to 
lead to the most alarming and dangerous consequences, 
and that all such efforts have an inevitable tendency to 
diminish the happiness of the people, and endanger the 
stability and permanency of the Union, and ought not to 
be countenanced by any friend to our Political Institu- 
tions. 

8. £s6olv6dt That the separation of the moneys of the 
government from banldng institutions is indispensable 
for the safety of the funds of the government and the 
rights of the people. 

9. Resolved^ That the liberal principles embodied by 
Jefferson in the Declaration of Independence, and sanc- 
tioned in the Constitution, which makes ours the land 
of liberty and the asylum of the oppressed of every 
nation, have ever been cardinal principles in the Demo- 
cratic faith : and every attempt to abridge the present 
priviVege of becoming citizens, and the owners of soil 
among us, ought to be resisted with the same spirit 
which swept the Alien and Sedition Laws from our statute 
•book. 

The Conyention then unanimouslj nominated 
Mr. Van Baren for reelection as President ; but, 
there being much diversity of opinion as to the 
proper man for Vice-President, the following 
preamble and resolution were adopted : 

Whereas^ Several of the States which have nominated 
Martin Van Buren as a candidate for the Presidency, 
have put in nomination different individuals as candi- 
dates for Vice-President, thus indicating a diversity of 
■opinion as to the person best entitled to the nomination ; 
and whereas some of the said States are not represented 
in this Convention, therefore, 

JSenolvedy That the Convention deem it expedient at 
the present time not to choose between the individuals 
in nomination, but to leave the decision to their Repub- 
lican fellow-citizens in the sevicral States, trusting that 
before the election shall take place, their opinions will 
become so concentrated as to secure the choice of a 
Vic»-President by the Electoral College. 

WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION, 1844. 

A AVhig National Convention assembled in 
Baltimore, on the Ist of May, 1844, in which 
every State in the Union was represented. Am- 
brose Spencer, of New-York, presided, and Mr. 
Clay was nominated for President by acclama- 
tion. For Vice-President, there was some di- 
versity of preference, and Mr. Frelinghuysen, of 
N. J., was nominated on the third ballot as fol- 
lows: 

BALLOTS. 

iRt. 2d. Srd. 

T. Frelinghuysen, N. J., 101 118 156 

John Davis, Mass., 88-74 79 

Millard FiUmore, N. Y., 53 51 40 

John Sergeant, Pa., 83 83 withdrawn. 

Total, 2T5 276 2T4 

The principles of the party- were briefly 
summed up in the following resolve, which was 
adopted by the Convention : 

/i68olvedf That these princfples may be summed as 
comprising a well regulated National currency — ^a Tariff 
f)r revenue to defray the necessary expenses of the 



Government, and discriminating with special reference 
to the Protection of the Domestic Labor of the country 
— tl*j? Distribution of the proceeds from the sales of the 
Public Lands— a single term for the Presidency— a re- 
form of executive usurpations — and generally such an ad- 
ministration of the affairs of the country, as shall impart 
to every branch of the public service the greatest pracU- 
cable efficiency, controlled by a well-regulated and wise 
economy. 

The contest resulted in the choice of the 
Democratic candidates (Polk and Dallas,) who 
received 170 electoral votes as follows : Maine, 
9; New-Hampshire, 6; New-York, 36; Penn- 
sylvania, 26 ; Virginia, 17 ; South Carolina, 
9 ; Georgia, 10 ; Alabama, 9 ; Mississippi, 6 ; 
Louisiana, 6 ; Indiana, 12 ; Illinois, 9 ; Missouri, 
7 ; Arkansas, &; Michigan, 5 — 170. 

For Clay and Frelinghuysen : Vermont, 6 ; 
Massachusetts, 12 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecti- 
cut, 6 ; New-Jersey, 7 ; Delaware, 3 ; Maryland, 
8; North Carohna, 11; Tennessee, 13; Ken- 
tucky, 12 ; Ohio, 23—106. 



DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION, 

1844. 

A Democratic National Convention assembled 
at Baltimore on the 27th May, 1844, adopted the ' 
two-third rule and, after a stormy session of three 
days, James' K. Polk, of Tennessee, was nomi- 
nated for President, and Silas Wright, of New 
York, for Vice-President. Mr. Wright declined 
the nomination, and George M. Dallas, of Penn- 
sylvania, was subsequently selected to fill tfie 
second place on the ticket. 

The ballotings for President were as follows : ' 

BALLOTS. 

Ist. 2d. Srd. 4th. 5th. 6th. 7th. 8th. 9th. 
M. Van Buren.... 146 12T 121 111 108 101 99 104 2 

Lewis Cass 88 94 92 105 107 116 123 114 29 

R. M. Jolinson.... 29 83 88 82 26 25 21 — — 
James Buciianan.. 4 9 11 IT 29 23 22 2 — 

J.O.Calhoun — 1211112 — 

Levi Woodbury... — — 2 — — — — — — 

Com. Stewart — 1 — — — — — — — 

James K. PoUc — — — — — — __44288 

Mr. Van. Buren's name was withdrawn after 
the 8th ballot. 

The plaiform adopted by the Convention was 
the same as that of 1840, with the following 
additions : 

Resolved^ That the proceeds of the Public Lands 
ought to be sacredly applied to the national objects speci- 
fied in the Constitution, and that we are opposed to the 
laws lately adopted, and to any law for the Distribution 
of such proceeds among the States, as alike inexpedient 
in policy and repugnant to the Constitution. 

Resolved^ That we are decidedly opposed to taking 
from the President the qualified veto power by which he 
is enabled, under restrictions and responsibilities amply 
sufficient to guard the public interest, to suspend the 
passage of a bill, whose merits cannot secure the ap- 
proval of two-thirds of the Senate and House of llepre* 
sentatives, until the judgmbUt of the people can be ob- 
tained thereon, and which has thiice saved the Ameri- 
can People from the corrupt and tyrannical domination 
of the Baok of the United States. 

Resolved f That our title to the whole of the Territory of 
Oregon is clear and unquestionable; that no portion of the 
same ought to be ceded to li)ngland or any other power; 
and that the reoccupation of Oregon and the reannex- 
ation of Texas at the earliest practicable period are 
great American measures, which this Convention recom- 
mends to the cordial support of the Democracy of the 
Union. 

LIBERTY PARTY NATIONAL CONVEN- 
TION, 1843. 

The Liberty Party National Convention met 
at Buffalo, on the 80tb of August. Leicester 
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King, ef Ohio, presided, and James 6. Birney, of 
Uichigan, was uuaQimousiy,noniiaated for Pre- 
sident, with Thomas Morris, of Ohio, for Vice- 
President. Among the resolves adopted were 
the following : 

£66olv6d^ That human brotherhood is a ear dliial prin- 
ciple of true Democracy, as well as of pure Christianity, 
which spurns all inconsistent limitations ; an<l neither 
\he political party which repudiates it, nor the political 
Qrstem which is not based upon it, can be truly Demo- 
vatic or permanent. 

jResolved^ Tiiat the Liberty Party, placing itself upon 
tiis broad principle, will demand the absolute and un- 
qualified divorce of the General Government from 
ilavery, and also the restoration of equality of rights,' 
among men, in every State where the party exists, or. 
nay exist. 

Reaol/ioedy That the Liberty Party has not been organ- 
ised for any temporary purpose by interested politicians, 
but has arisen from among the people in consequence of 
a conviction, hourly gaining ground, that no other party 
In the country represents the true principles of American 
liberty, or the true spirit of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Meaoloedy That the Liberty Party has not been organ- 
ised merely for the overthrow of slavery ; its first de- 
cided effort must, indeed, be directed against slavehold- 
ing as the grossest and most revolting manifestation of 
despotism, but it will also carry out the principle of 
equal rights into all its practical consequences and ap- 

ElicaUons, and support every just measure conducive to 
idividual and social freedom. 

Jiesohedf That the Liberty Party is not a sectional 
party but a national party ; was not originated in a de- 
sire to accomplish a single object, but in a comprehen- 
sive regard to the great interests of the whole country ; 
is not a new party, nor a third party, but is the p'arty 
of 1T76, reviving the principles of that memorable era, 
and-striving to carry them into practical application. 

Be€ok>&d^ That it was understood in the times of the 
Declaration and the Constitution, that the existence of 
slavery in some of the States, was in derogation of the 
principles of American Liberty, and a deep stain upon 
the character of the country, and the implied faith of the 
States and the Nation was pledged, that slavery should 
never be extended beyond its then existing limits, but 
should be gradually, and yet, at no distant day, wholly 
Abolished by State authority. 

BesoPoed^ That the faith of the States and the Nation 
3ius pledged, was most nobly redeemed by the voluntary 
Abolition of Slavery in several of the States, and by the 
idoptlon of the Ordinance of 1787, for the government 
jd the Territory northwest of the river Ohio, then the only 
Territory in the United States, and consequently the only 
•'erritory subject in this respect to the control of Congress 
>y which Ordinance Slavery was forerer excluded from 
nhe vast regions which now compose the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and the Territory of Wiscon- 
sin, and an incapacity to bear up any other than freemen, 
was impressed on the soil itself. 

Bsaolvedt That the faith of the States and Nation 
thus pledged, has been shamefully violated by the omis- 
sion on the part of many of the States, to take any 
measures whatever for the Abolition of Slavery within 
their respective limits; by the continuance of Slavery 
in the District of Columbia, and in the Territories of 
Louisiana and Florida ; by the Legislation of Congress ; 
bj the protection afforded by national legislation and 
negotiation to slaveholding in American vessels, on the 
iiigh seas, employed in the coastwise Slave Traffic : and 
by the extension of slavery far beyond its original 
limits, by acts of Congress, admitting new Slave States 
into the Union. 

Beaolvedf That the fundamental truths of the Declara- 
tion of Independence, that all men are endowed by their 
Creator with certain inalienable rights, among which are 
life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness, was made the 
Amdamental law of our National Government, by that 
amendment of the Constitution which declares that no 
person shall be deprived of life, liberty or property, 
without due process of law. 

BMolv^ly That we recognise as sound, the doctrine 
maintained by slaveholding Jurists, that slavery is 
against natural rights, and strictly local, and that its ex- 
istence and continuance rests on no other support than 
Btate Legislation, and not on any authority of Congress. 
Besolv€</j Thai the General Government has, under 
the Constitution, no power to establish or continue 
Slavery anywhere, and therefore that all treaties and 
aete of Congress establishing, continuing or favoring 
BUvery in the District of Columbia, in the Territory of 



Florida, or on the high seas, are uncoD&tltutiunal, and all 
attempts to hold men as property within the limits of ex- 
clusive national Jurisdiction, ought to be prohibited by law. 
Beaolved^ That the provision of the Constitution of the 
United States, which confers extraordinary political 
powers on the owners of slaves, and thereby constitut- 
ing the two hundred and fifty thousand slaveholders in 
the Slave States a privileged aristocracy ; and the pro- 
vision for the reclamation of fugitive slaves from service, 
are Anti-Republican in their character, dangerous to the 
liberties of the people, and ought to be abrogated. 

^Besol^edy That the practical operation of the second 
of these provisions, is seen in the enactment of the act 
of Congress respecting persons escaping from their mas- 
ters, which act, if the construction given to it by the 
Sfipreme Court of the United States in the case of Prigg 
«s. Pennsylvania be correct, nullifies the habeas corpus 
acts of all the States, takes away the whole legal security 
of personal freedom, and ought thereforp to be immedi- 
ately repealed. 

Besoloedy That the peculiar patronage and support 
hitherto extended to Slavery and Slaveholding, by the 
General Government, ought to be immediately with- 
drawn, and the example and influence of National 
authority ought to be arrayed on the side of Liberty and 
Free Labor. 

Beaolved-f That the practice of the General Govern- 
ment, which prevails in the Slave States, of employing 
Slaves upon the public works, instead of free laborers, 
and paying aristocratic masters, with a view to secure ot 
reward political services, is utterly indefensible and 
ought to be abandoned. 

Be€olvedy That freedom of speech, and of the press, 
and the right of petition, and the right of trial by Jury, 
are sacred and inviolable ; and that all rules, regula- 
tions and laws, in derogation of either are oppressive, un- 
constitutional, and not to be endured by free people. 

Besolvedy That we regard voting in an eminent de- 
gree, as a moral and religious duty, which, when exer- 
cised, should be by voting for those who will do all in 
their power for Immediate Emancipation. 

BeaQh)€dy That this Convention recommend to the 
friends of Liberty in all those Free States where any in- 
equality of rights and privileges exists on account of 
color, to employ their utmost energies to remove all such 
remnants and effects of the Slave system. 

Whereas^ The Constitution of these United States is 
a series of agreements, covenants, or contracts between 
the people of the United States, each with all and all 

TTAerecM, It is a principle of universal morality, that 
the moral laws of the Creator are paramount to all 
human laws ; or, in the language of an Apostle, that 
"we ought to obey God rather than men;" and. 

TFAerso^, The principle of common law — ^that any 
contract, covenant, or agreement, to do an act deroga- 
tory to natural right, is vitiated and annulled by its in- 
herent immorality— has been recognized by one of the 
justices of the Supreme Court of the United States, who 
in a recent case expressly holds that "any contract 
that rests upon such a basis is void ;" and, 

WhereaSf The third clause of the second section of 
the fourth article of the Constitution of the United 
States, when construed as providing for the surrender of 
a Fugitive Slave, does " rest upon such a basis," in that 
it is a contract to rob a man of a natural rightr— namely, 
his natural right to his own liberty ; and is, therefore, 
absolutely vom. Therefore, 

BMokredy That we hereby give it to be distinctly 
understood by this nation and the world, that, as aboli- 
tionists, considering that the strength of our cause lies 
in its righteousness, and our hope for it in our conformity 
to the laws of God, and our respect for the rights op 
MAN, we owe it to the Sovereign Ruler of the universe, as 
a proof of our allegiance to Him, in all our civil relations 
and offices, whether as private citizens or as public 
functionaries sworn to support the Constitution of the 
United States, to regard and to treat the third clause ot 
the fourth article of thai insti-umeut, whenever applied 
to the case of a fugitive slave, as utterly null and void, 
and consequently as forming no part of the Constitution 
of the United States, whenever we are called upon ot 
sworn to support it. 

B48olvedf That the power given to Congress by tht 
Constitution, to provide for calling out the militia to 
suppress insuiTection, does not make it the duty of the 
Government to midntain Slavery by military force, much 
less does it make it the duty of the citisens to form a 
part of such military force. When fireemen unsheath the 
sword it should be to strike for Liberty, not for Despot- 
ism. 

Bedohed, That to preserve the peace of the citizens, ana 
secure the blessings of freedom, the Legislature of each or 
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the Free States onght to keep in force suitable statatos I 
rendering it penal for any of its Inhabitants to transport, { 
or aid in transporting from such State, any person | 
•ought, to be thus transported, merely because subject 
to the slave laws of any other State ; this remnant of in- 
dependence being accorded to the Free States, by the 
decision of the Supreme Court, in the case of Prigg 'M 
the State of Pennsylvania. 



WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION, 1848. 

A Whig National Convention met at Phila- 
delphia, on the 7th of June, 1848, over which 
John M. Morehead, of North Carolina, presided. 
After a rather stormy session of three days. 
Gen. Zachary Taylor, of Louisiana, was nomi- 
nated for President, and Millard Fillmore, of 
New-York, for Vice-President. Gen. Taylor 
was nominated on the fourth ballot, as follows : 

BALLOrniGB. 

l8t. 2d. 8d. 4th. 

Taylor Ill 118 133 171 

Clay 97 86 74 82 

Scott 48 49 54 63 

Webster. 22 2'i 17 18 

Clayton 4 4,1 — 

McLean 2 1 — — 

Total 279 280 279 279 

Mr. Fillmore was nominated for Vice-Presi- 
dent on the second ballot, by the following 
vote : 

BALLOTINGS. 

Ist. 2d. 

M. Fillmore ^ 115 178 

Abbott Lawrence lOQ 88 

Scattering 60 4 

TotaL 274 260 

Of the scattering vote cast on the first ballot, 
George Evans, of Maine, received 6 ; T. M. T. 
McKennen, of Pa., 13; Andrew Stewart, of Pa., 
14 ; and John Sergeant, of Pa.. 6. 

The Convention adopted no Platform of 
Principles. After it had been organized, and a 
resolution offered to go into a ballot for candi- 
dates for President and Vice-President, Mr. 
Lewis D. Campbell, of Ohio, moved to amend 
as follows : 

Resoloedj That no candidate shall be entitled to re- 
ceive the nomination of this Convention for President 
or Vice-President, unless he has given assurances that 
he will abide by and support the nomination ; that if 
nominated he will accept the nomination ; that he will 
consider himself the candidate of the Whigs, and use 
all proper influence to bring into practical operation the 
principles and measures of the Whig Party. 

This resolution met with decided opposition, 
and the president ruled it out of order, from 
which decision Mr. Campbell appealed, and in a 
speech contended that it was strictly in order to 
define what sort of candidate should be voted 
for, and to declare that none but sound Whigs 
should receive important nominations at the 
hands of a Whig National Convention. The 
appeal was tabled. 

Mr. Fuller, of New York, offered tlie follow- 
ing : 

Eesoloedy That as the first duty of the representatives 
of the Whig Party is to preserve the principles and in- 
tegrity of the party, the claims of no candidate can be 
considered by this Convention unless such candidate 
stands pledged to support, in good faith, the nominees 
and to be the exponent of Whig Piindples. ' 

The president ruled this resolution out of 
order, and Mr. Fuller appealed, insisting that 
DO true Whig could reasonably object to his 



proposition- This appeal was also laid on the 

table. 

After Gen. Taylor had been nominated, Mr. 

Charles Allen, of Massachusetts, offered the 

following : 

Hesohfed, That the Whig Party, through its represen- 
tatives here, agrees to abide by the nomination of G-en. 
Zachary Taylor, on condition that he will accept the 
nomination as the candidate of the Whig Party, and 
adhere to its great fundamental principles— no exten- 
sion of slave tciTitory — no acquisition of foreign terrl 
tory by conquest — protection to American industry, antf 
oppo^tion to Executive usurpation. 

The president immediately decided the reso. 
lution out of order, and no further notice wu( 
taken of it 

After the nomination for Vice-President had 

been made, Mr. McCullough, of New-Jersey, 

offered the following : 

Jlesolved^ That Q-en. Zachary Taylor, of Louisiana, 
and Millard Fillmore, of New- York, be, and they are 
hereby unanimously nominated as the Whig candidates 
for President and Vice-President of the United States. 

Mr. D. R. Tilden, of Ohio, proposed the fol- 
lowing, expressing the opinion that some such 
declaration by the Convention would be neces- 
sary, in order to secure the vote of Ohio for 
the nominee : 

Heaoloed^ That while all power is denied to Con^press, 
under the Constitution, to control, or in any way inter- 
fere with the institution of Slavery within the several 
States of this Union, it nevertheless has the power and 
it is the duty of Congress to prohibit the introduction or 
existence of Slavery in any territory now possessed, or 
which may hereafter be acquired,by the United States. 

This resolution, like all others affirming Whig 
or Anti-Slavery principles, was ruled out of 
order, and laid on the table. A motion was 
made to divide Mr. McCuUough's resolve, so 
that the vote could be taken separately on 
President and on Vice-President, when, after 
discussion, the resolve was withdrawn. 

Mr. Billiard, of Alabama, offered a resolre 
indorsing Gen. Taylor^s letter to Captain Alli- 
son, which, meeting opposition, was withdrawn ; 
so the Convention adjourned without passing 
any resolves having reference to Whig prin- 
ciples, the issues before the country, or of con* 
currence in the nominations. 



RATIFICATION MEETING AT PHILA- 
DELPHIA. 

On the evening of the last day of the session 
(9th June), a ratification meeting was held at 
Philadelphia, at which Gov. Wm. F. Johnston, 
of Pa., presided, and at which speeches were 
delivered by Governor Morehead, Gen. Leslie 
Coombs, of Ky., and several others, and at 
which the following resolves, reported by W. S. 
Price, of Pennsylvania, were adopted : 

1. Retolved^ That the Whigs of the United States, 
here assembled by their Representatives, heartily ratify 
the nominations of Gen. Zachary Taylor as President, 
and Millard Fillmore as Vice-President of the United 
States, and pledge themselves to their support. 

2. JReaolvedy That in the choice of Gen. Taylor as the 
Whig Candidate for President, we are glad to discover 
sympathy with a great popular sentiment throughout the 
nation— a sentiment which, having its origin in admira- 
tion of great military success, has been stiengthened by 
the development, in every action and every word, of 
sound conservative opinions, and of true fidelity to the 
great example of former days, and to the principles of 
the Constitution as administered by its founders. 

8. Reaoloed^ That Gen. Taylor, in saying that, had he 
voted in 1344, hs would have voted the Whig ticket!, 
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givc9 US the RSBuranee — and no better is needed fi om a 
consliiteut and Iruth-speaking man - that his heart was 
with us at the ciisis of our political destiny, when Henry 
Clay was our candidate and when not only Whig prin- 
ciples were well defined and clearly asserted, but Whig 
meojjures depended on success. The heart that was 
with us then is with us now, and we have a soldier's word 
•f honor, and a life of public and private virtae, as the 
security. 

4. lietfohed. That we look on Gen. Taylor's adminis- 
tration of the Government as one conducive of Peace, 
Prosperity and Union Of Peace— because no one bet- 
ter knows, or has greater i eason to deplore, what he has 
seen sadly on the field of rictory, the horrors of war, 
and especially of a foreign and af^gressive war. Of 
Protiperity — now more than ever needed to relieve the 
nation from a burden of debt, and lestore industry— 
agricultui-al, manufacturing and commercial — to lis 
accustomed and peaceful functions and influences. Of 
Union— because we have a candidate whose very posi- 
tion as a Southwesrein man, reared on the banks of the 
great stream wliose tributaries, natural and artificial, 
embrace the whole Union, renders the protection of the 
interests of the whole country his first trust, and whose 
varied duties in past life have been rendered, not on the 
soil, o under the flag of any State or section, but over 
the wide f ontier, and under the broad banner of the 
Nation. 

ft. JiMolred^ That standing, as the Whig Party does, 
on the broad and firm platform of the Coostitniioa, 
braced up by all its inviolable and sacred guarantees 
and compromises, and cherished in the affections 
because p. otective of the interests of the people, we are 
p oud to have, as the exponent of our opinions, one who 
it) pledged to construe it by the wise and generous rules 
which Washington applied to It, and who has said, (and 
no Whig desires any other assurance) that he will make 
Washington's Administration the model of his own. 

6. R^soloed^ That as Whigs and Americans, we are 
proud to acknowledge our gratitude for the great mili- 
ta;'y services which, beginning at Palo Alto, and ending 
at Buena Vista, fir-st awakened the American people to 
a JU81 estimate of him who is now our Whig Candidate. 
In the discharge of a painful duty — for his march into 
the enemy's country was a reluctant one ; in the com- 
mand of regulars at one time, and volunteers at another, 
and of both combined ; in the decisive though punctual 
discipline of his camp, where all respected and beloved 
him ; in the negotiation of terms for a dejected and 
desperate enemy; in the exigency of actual conflict, 
when the bahuice was perilously doubtful— we have 
found him the same— brave, distinguished and conside- 
rate, no heartless spectator of bloodshed, no trifler with 
human life o.' human happiness; and we do not -know 
which to admire most, his heroism in withstanding the 
assaults of the enemy in the most hopeless fields of 
Buena Vista — mourning In generous sorrow over the 
graves of Ringgold, of Clay, or of Hardin— or Id giving 
in the heat of battle terms of merciful capitulation to a 
vanquished foe at Monterey, and not being ashamed to 
avow that he did it to spare women and children, help- 
less infancy, and more tielpless age, against whom no 
American soldier ever wars. Such a military man, 
whose triumphs are neither remote nor doubtful, whose 
virtues these trials have tested, we are proud to make 
our Candidate. 

7. Jie6olv6d\ That in support of such a nomination we 
ask our Whig friends throughout the nation to unite, 
to co-operate sealously, resolutely, with earnestness in 
behalf of our Candidate, whom calumny cannot reach, 
an4 with respectful demeanor to our adversaries, whose 
Candidates have yet to prove their claims on the graU- 
tttde of the nation. 

This election resulted in the choiee of the 
Wliig Candidates, as follows : 

Taylor and Fillmore— Vermont, 6 ; Bfassachusetts, 12 ; 
Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 6 ; New-York, 86 ; New- 
Jersey, 7; Pennsylvania, 26; Delaware, 8; Maryland, 
8; North Carolina, 11 ; Georgia, 10; Lousiana, 6; Ten- 
nessee, 18; Kentucky, 12; Floiida, 8— 168. 

Cass and Butler— Maine, 9; New-Hampshire, 6; Tlr- 
ginia. 17 ; South Carolina, 9 ; Alabama, 9 ; Mississippi, 
6 ; Ohio, 28 ; Indiana, 12 ; Illinois, 9 ; Missouri, 7 ; Ar- 
kansas, 8 ; Ulohigan, 5 ; Texas, 4 ; Iowa, 4 : WlsconMn, 
4^181. 



DEMOCRATIO CONVENTION, 1848. 

The Democratic National ConTention for 
1848, assenkbled Iti Baltamore on the 22d of 



May. Andrew Stevenson of Va., presided. 
New-York had sent a double delegation: (" Barn* 
burners** for Van Buren and Hunkers for Dick- 
inson). The Convention decided to admit both 
delegations, which satisfied neither, and both 
declined to take part in the proceedinga The 
two-third rule was adopted, and Gen. Lewis Cass 
was nominated for President on the 4th ballot 
as follows : [170 votes necessary to a choice.] 

Int. 2d. M. 4th. 

Cass 125 188 156 179 

Woodburyof N. H... 58 56 58 88 

Buchanan 65 54 40 88 

Calhoun 9 — — — 

Dallas 8 8 — — 

Worth 6 5 5 1 

Butler of Ky — — — 8 

The first ballot far Vice-President resulted as 
follows : 

William 0. Butler 114 William R. King 29 

John A. Quitman 74 James J. McKay 18 

John Y.Mason 24 Jefferson Davis 1 

No choice. Gen. Butler was unanimously nomi- 
nated on the third ballot. 

The Convention adopted the following plat* 
form : 

1. liesolved^ That the Araerican Democraoj plAo« 
their trust In the intelligence, the patriotism^ and the 
discriminating Justice of the American people. 

2. R69obv«a^ Ttiat we regard this as a dlstiaoUve fea^ 
ture of our political creed, which we are proud to main- 
tain before the world, as the great moral element in a 
form of government springing fiom and upheld by the 
popular will : and we contrast it with the creed and 
practice of federalism, under whatever name or form, 
which seel£S to palsy the will of the constituent, and 
which conceives no imposture too monstrous for the 
popular credulity. 

8. Resolved^ Therefore, that, entertaining these views 
the Democratic party of tliis Union, through the delegates 
assembled in general convention of the States, coming 
together in a spirt of concord, of devotion to the doc- 
trines and faith of a free representative government and 
appealing to their fellow-citizens for the rectitude of 
their intentions, renew and reassert before the American 
people, the declaration of principles avowed by them, 
on a former occasion, when in general convention, they 
presented their candidates for the popular suff. age. 

Then follow resolutions 1, 2, 8, 4, of Platforms 
of 1840 and *44. The 5th resolution is that of 
1840 with an addition about providing for war 
debts, and as amended, reads as follows : 

Rs6(^edy That it Is the duty of every braocli of the 
government to enforce and practice the most rigid ecoD- 
omy in conducting our public affairs, and that no more 
revenue ought to be raised than is required to defray 
the necessary expenses of the government, and for the 
gradual but certain extinction of the debt created by 
the prosecution of a just and necessary war, after peac«- 
ful relations shall have been restored. 

The next (Aiiti-Natiot^al Bank and pro- Sub- 
Treasury) was amended by the addition of the 
following : 

And that the results of Democratic Legfslatton, in this 
and all other financial measures upon which Issues hav« 
been made between the two political parfies of the oonn- 
try, have demonstrated to candid and practical mea <tf 
all parties, their soundness, safety and utility la all 
busijiess pursuits. 

Here follow resolutions 7, 8, 9, of the plat- 
form of 1840, which we omit. 

Retolmtd^ That the proceeds of the Public Lands ous^t 
to be sacredly applied to tlie National objects specified 
in the Constitution ; and that we are opposed to any 
law fbr the distribution of such proceeds among the 
States as alike inexpedient in policy and repaguant to 
the Constitutioa. 

R6»olt>4d^ That we are decidedly opposed to taking 
finom the President the qualified veto power, by which he 
is enabled, under restrictions and responsibilities amply 
sufficient to guard the public interests, to suspend the 
passage of a bill whose merits cannot secure the ap- 
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proval of tw«-thir<ifl of th« Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives UQtil the jud^merit of the people cttu be 
obta.ned thereon, and which haa saved the Auecicitn 
people from ihe corrupt and tyraauical dom'nution of 
tiie bank of the United Statea, and from a co.iupuug 
system of general inte.nal improvements. 

Ii£jio^9ed that the war with Mexico, provoked on her 
pa t, by years of insult and icyury^wati couimetiutid by 
lier a my c.ossing the Rio Grande, Attacking the Ameri- 
can troops and invaduig our Bister State of Texas, and 
tit<tt upon all the p.inciples of patriotism aud the 
L.ivvs of Nations, It is a Just and necessary war on our 
part in which every Ame.iean citisea should have shown 
hiuiseir on the side of h s Country, aud neither morally 
nor pliysically, by word or by deetl, have given '* a^d 
aud comfort to the enemy.*' 

Jieaolved^ That we would be rejo.oed at the assurance 
of a peace with Mexico, founded on the just principles 
of indemnity for the past and security for the future ; but 
that while the ratification of tiie liberal treaty offered to 
Mexico remains in doubt, it is the duty of the country to 
BUBiatn the administration and to sustain the country in 
every measure necessary to provide for the vigorous 
p. osecution of the war, should that treaty be ri^ected. 

Re9oUoed^ That the officers and soldiers who have 
carried the arms of their country into Mexico, have 
crowned it with impeiishable glory. Their unconquer- 
able courage, their daring enterprise, their anfhlte.ing 
perseverance and fortitude when assailed on all sides by 
innumerable foes and that more formidable enemy — the 
diseases of the climate— exalt their devoted patriotism 
into the highest heroism, aud give them a right to the 
profound giatitude ot their country, aud the admiration 
of the world. 

Hemlved^ That the Democratic National Convention 
of do States composing the American Republic teuder 
their fraternal congratulations to the National Conven- 
t on of the Republic of France, now assembled as the 
f i-ee-sulfrage Representatives of the Sovereignty of thirty- 
live millions of RepubLcans to establish government on 
those eternal principles of equal rights for which their 
Lafayette and our Washington fought side by side in 
the struggle for our National Independence; and we 
would especially convey to them and to the whole peo- 
ple of Fiance, our earnest wishes for the consolidation 
of their liberties, through the wisdom that shall guide their 
councils, on the basis of a Democratic Constitution, not 
derived /i'om the grants or concessions of Icings or 
dynasties, but originating from the only true source of 
political power recognized in the States of this Union ; 
the inherent and inalienable right of the people, in their 
sovereign capacity, to make aud to amend their forms 
of government in such manner aa the welfare of the 
oommunity may require. 

ResoI/tM,^ That the recent development of this grand 
political truth, of the sovereignty of the people and 
their capacity and power for self-go ve.nmeut, which is 
prostrating thrones and erecting Republics on the ruins 
of despotism in the old world, we feel that a high and 
sacred duty is devolved, with increased rexpons.bility, 
upon the Democratic party of this country, as the party 
of the people, to sustain and advance among us CoiisAi- 
tutionai Liberty, Equality and Fraternity, by Continuing 
lo resist all monopolies and exclusive legislation for the 
benefit of the few at the expense of the many, and by a 
▼i)j^lant and constant adherence to those principles and 
compromises of the Constitution which are broad enough 
and strong enough to embrace and uphold the Union as 
it was. the Union as it Is, and the Union as it shall be in 
the full expansion of the energies and capacity of this 
great and progressive people. 

Eottoleed, That a copy of these resolutions be for- 
warded through the American .Minister at Paris, to the 
National Convention of the Republic of France. 

Sewlved^ That the fruits of the great political triumph 
of 1844, whiCh elected James K. Polk and George M. 
Dallas President and Vice-President of the United States, 
have fulfilled the hopes of the Democracy of the Union 
In defeating the declared purposes of their opponents in 
creati g a National Bank, in preventiug the corrupt and 
nnconrtitutional distribution of the Land Proceeds from 
Ihe common treasury of the Union for local purposes, in 
protecting the Currency and Labor of the country from 
ruinous fluctuations; and guarding the money of the 
country for the use of the people by the establishment 
•f the ConsUtutional treasury; in the noble impulse 
given to the cause of Free Trade by the repeal of the 
tariff of 42, and the creation of the more equal, honest, 
and productive tariff of 1846 ; and that, in our opiOioa, 
it would bo a fatal error to weaken the bands of a poiiti- 
ool organ. sation by which these great reforms have 
been achieved, and risk them in the bands of their 
kaowa adversaries, with whatever delusive appeals they 
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may solicit oar rim'rtiidcr «f that v%&aaos whioh is the 
only safeguard of liberty. 

Jiesoleed, That the oonfldeaee of the Democracy 4t 
the Union, A the principles, capacity, ftrmnees and in- 
tegrity of James K. Polk^ manifested by his nominatidn 
and election in 1644, has been signally Justified by the 
Htrictnestt of his adherence to sound Democratic dot- 
triues, by the purity of purpose, the ene.gy and abilAy 
which have character Jled bis administration in all o^ur 
affairi at home and abroad ; that we tender to him o<ir 
cordial eong.atulationa upon the b.illiant success which 
has hitherto crowned bin patriotic efforts, and assure him 
in advance, that at the expiration of his Presidential 
term ho will carry with him to his retlremeut, theesteeds, 
respect, and admiration of a grateful country. 

Jie^iolved^ That this Oonveutiou hereby present to the 
people of the United States, Lewis Cas^i, of Michigan,' to 
the candidate of the Democratic party for the odioe of 
President, and William O. Batier of Ky, for Vice-Preai- 
dent of the U. S. 

The follov^iii^ resolutiou was ottered by Mr. 
Yancy, of Ala. 

JSeiolved^ That the doctrine of nod-Interference mV^ 
the rights of property of any portion of the people of t&k 
Confederacy, be it in the States or Territories thereidf, 
by any other than the parties interested in them, is tho 
true Republican doctrine recognized by this body. 

This resolutiou was rejected : Yeas, 86 ; na^s, 
21 A — the yeas beiug: (ieorgia, d; South Caro- 
lina, 9 ; Alabama, 'J ; Arkaiksas, 3 ; Florida, 8 ; 
Marylaud^ 1 ; Keuiucky, 1. 



FREE DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION, 1848. 

The Barnburners of New Yotk, who were 
disgusted with the proceedings of the National 
Convention which had nominated Casa and Bul- 
ler for President and Vice-President, met in 
Convention at Utica, on the 22d of June, 1848. 
Delegates were also present from Ohio, Wiscon- 
sin aud Massachusetts. Col. Samuel Young pre* 
sided over the deliberations of this Convention ; 
and Martin Van Buren was nominated for Prei^ 
dent, with Henry Dodge, of Wisconsin, for 
Vice-President. Gen. Dodge subsequently de- 
clined. 

On the 9th of August following, a Convene 
tion was held at Buffalo, which was attended bj 
delegates from the States of Maine, New-Hamp> 
shire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
Uhode Island, New- York, New-Jersey, Pennsyt 
vauia, Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, Illinois, 
Wisconsin, Michigan, Indiana, Iowa, and tb6 
District of Columbia. Charles Francis Adams, 
of Massachusetts, presided, and the Convention 
nominated Messrs. Van Buren and Adams ai 
candidates for President and Vice-President, 
aud adopted the following Resolves, sinco 
known as 

tHS BUFFALO PLATFORX. 

Whersa$^ We have assembled in Conventldn, as a 
union of freemen,, for the sake of freedom, forgetUsf 
ail past political differences in a common resolve to 
maintain the rights of free labor against the aggressions 
of the Slave Power, aud to se<;are free soil to a freo 
people. 

And Wh^eaSf The poliUeal Conventions recently •#• 
sembied at Baltiuiore aud Piiiiadelphia, the one stUHoQ^ 
the voice of a great constitoeucy, entitled to be beard in 
its deliberutious, and tbe other abandoning Its distiuotif^ 
principles fur mere availabtUty, have diseiolved the tht 
lional party orgauiiatlons heretofore existing, by aomil* 
aating for the Chief Msgistraoy of the United fltatee, an- 
der u«e stareholding dictation, oaddidatos, fielthef d§ 
wnom can be supported by the opponents of Slavery IM> 
tension- without a aacrtfloe of coiiei8teaay« duty and 8^ 
respeec ; 

And ioh&rtat^ These nomhsslloiis so madev ftrfaish tb^ 
oeesMiow and dcfiaoQBtraM- the necessity of the anloa of 
the people andor the baaocref Free Demo^raof, ia a-80^ 
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Kinn and formal declaration of their independence of the 
tUave power, aud of their fixed determination to rescue 
Uie Keileral ti-overnmeui from ita control; 

Beeolv&d, ther^re. That we, the people here assem- 
bled, remembering the example of our fathers, intheUaya 
of the ftrat J>eclaration of Independence, patting our trust 
in God ^for the triumph of our cause, and iuToklDg his 
guidaoce iu our endeavors to advance it, do now plant 
ourselves upon the National platform of Freedom in oppo« 
«ittoti to tlie sectional platform of Slavery. 
^ Jiesolcedy That SUvery In the several States of this 
'Uniou wiiicti recognise Its existence, depends upon State 
iHWii alone, which cannot be repealed or modified by the 
Federal Government, and for which laws that govern- 
ment is not responsible. We therefore pmpode no Inter- 
fereiiue by Congress with Slavery within the limits of any 
State. 

Besolvedt That the Proviso of Jefferson, to prohibit the 
.existence of Slavery after 1800, in all theTerritories of the 
United States, Southern and Northern; tiie votes of six 
States and sixteen delegates, in the Congress of 1784, for 
the Proviso, to three States and seven delegates against 
it ; the actual exclusion of Slavery from the Nortnwest- 
ero Territory, by the Ordinance of 1737, unanimously 
adopted by the States In Congress ; and the entire history 
of that period, clearly show that it was the settled policy 
of the Nation not to extend, nationalise or encourage, but 
to limit, localise and discourage SUvery; and to tins pol- 
icy, wnicli should never have been depaiied from, the 
Government ought to return. 

Ee«olfoedi That our fathers ordained the Constitution 
of tiie United States, in order, among other great national 
objects, to establish Justice, promote the general welfare, 
and secure the blessings oi' liberty ; but expressly denied 
to the Federal Government, which they created, all con- 
stitutional power to deprive any person of life, liberty, 
or propt:ri>, without due legal process. 

^esokeed., That in the Judgment of this Convention, 
Congtes iiari no more power to malce a Slave than to make 
a King; no more power to institute or establish Slavery 
tlian to institute or establish a Monarchy : no such power 
can be fwilud among those specifically conferred by the 
Goiistitutioti, or derived by Just implication from them. 

Beaol^nd, That it is the duty of tbe Federal Govern- 
meut to relieve itself from all responsibility for the exist- 
ence or continuance of slavery wherever the government 
possesses constitutional authority to legiitiate on ttiat 
kubjuct, and it is thus responsible for its existence. 

Resolved^ That the true, and in tiie Judgment of this 
Goiiventiou, the only safe means of preventing the ex- 
tension of Slavery into Territory now Free, is to prohibit 
ita extension in all such Territory by an act of Congress. 

B^HoUoed, That we accept the issue which the Slave 
power has forced upon us; and to ttieir demand for more 
Slave States, and more Slave Territory, our calm but final 
answer Is, no more Slave States and no more Slave Ter- 
ritory. Let the soil of our extensive domains be kept 
free for the hardy pioneers of our own land, and the op- 
pressed and banished of other lands, seeking homes of 
comfort and fields of enterprise in the new wurld. 

Steolved, That the bill lately reported by the committee 
•f eight in the Senate of the United States, was no com- 
promise, but an absolute surrender of tlie rights of the 
Noa-Siaveiiolders of all theState.t ; and while we r<;joice 
to know that a measure which, while opening the door for 
the introduction of Slavery into Territories now free, 
would alsu iiave opened the door to litigation and strife 
among tite future inhabitants thereof, to the ruin of their 
peaoe and prosperity, was defeated in liie House of Repre- 
sentatives, its passage, in hot haste, by a majority, embrac- 
iag several senators who voted in open violiiiiou of the 
known will of their constituents, should warn the people 
t) see to it, that their representatives be not suffered to 
betray ttiein. There must be no more Compromises with 
Slavery ; if made they must be repealed. 

Besoived^ That we demand freedom and established 
institutions for our brethren in Oregon, now exposed to 
hartiships, peril and massacre by the reckless hostility of 
the Slave Power to the establishment of Free Government 
for Ji'ree Territories ; aud not only for them, but for our 
uew brethren in California and New-Mexico. 

JiMoUied^ It is due not only to tliis occasion, but to the 
Wiiole people of the United States, that we should also 
declare ourselves on certain other questions of National 
Policy: therefore, 

Btohi>^^ That we demand Cheap Postage for the Peo- 
ple ; a retrenchment of the expenses and patronage of 
ttie Federal Government; the abolition of all unneces- 
iiary offices and salaries ; and the election by the people 
of all civil officers in the service of ttie government, so 
far Hs the same may be practicable. 

BMoived, ThatUiver and Harbor improvements, when 
ue;uauued by the safety aud • convenience of commerce 



with foreign nations, or among the several States, are 
oljjects or national concern, and tliat it is ttie dutj of 
Congress, in the exercise of its coustitutioual powers, to 
provide therefor. 

BMol/ved^ Ttiat the free grant to actual settlers, in con 
sideraiion of the expenses they incur in making settle- 
ments in tlie wilderness, which are usually fully equal to 
their actual cost, and of the public benefits resulting 
therefrom, of reasonable portions o'f the public landa, 
under suitable limitations, is a wise and Just measure of 
public policy, which will promote in various ways the in- 
terests of all the iftates of this Union ; and we therefore 
recommend it to the favorable consideration of the Ameri- 
can people. 

Bewiesdt That the obligations of honor and patriot- 
ism require the earliest practicable payment of the na- 
tional debt, and we are therefore in favor of such a tariff 
of duties as will raise revenue adequate to defray the ne- 
cessary expenses of the Federal Government, and to pay 
annual instalments of otir debt, aud the interest thereon 

Bswlved^ That we inscribe on our own banner, ** Free 
Soil, Free Speech, Free Labor, and Fre^i Men," and under 
it we wilt fight on, and fight ever, until a triumphant vic- 
tory sliall reward our exertions. 



WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION, 1862. 

This body assembled at Baltimore on the 16th 
of June, and chose Gen. John G. Chapman, of 
Md., as presiding officer, and, after an exciting 
session of six days, nominated Gen. Winfield 
Scott as President, on the 68d ballot, as follows : 
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William A. Graham, of North Carolina, was 
nominated for Vice-President on the second 
ballot. 

The Convention adopted the following 

PLATFORM : 

The Whigs of the United States, in Convention assem- 
bled, adhering to the great conservative principles by 
whiuh they are controled and governed, and now as evei 
relying upon the intelligence of the American people, 
with an abiding confidence in their capacity for self-gov- 
ernment, and their devotion to ttie t^onstltution and tlie 
Union, do proclaim the following as the political senti- 
ments aud determination for the establishment and 
maintenance of which their national orgauhsation as a 
party wais etfeoled. 

Jfirat. The government of the United States is of « 
limited character, and it is confined to the exercise of 
powers expressly granted by the Constitution, and such 
aa may be necessary and proper for carrying the granted 
powers into full execution, and that powers not granted 
or necessarily implied are reserved to the States respec- 
tively and to the people. 

Seoond. The State Governments nhould be held seouro 
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to their reserved rights, and the General Goyemment 
sustained on its constitutional powers, and that the 
Union should be reveied and watched over aa the palla- 
dium of our liberties. 

Third. That while struggling freedom everywhere 
enlists the warmest sympathy of the Whig party, we still 
adhere to the doctrines of the Father of his Country, aa 
announced in his Farewell Address, of keeping ourselves 
free from all entangling alliances with foreign countries, 
and of never quitting our own to stand upon foreign 
g.-ound ; that our mission as a republic Is not to propa^ 
K^ite our opinions, or Impose on (fther countries our 
forms of government, by artifice or force; but to teach 
by example, and show by our success, moderation and 
justice, the blessings of self-government, and the advan- 
tage of free institutions. 

Fourth,. That, as the people make and control the 
Government, they should obey its constitution, laws and 
treaties as they would retain their self-respect, and the 
respect which they claim and will enforce from foreign 
powers. 

M^^. Government should be conducted on principles 
of the strictest economy ; and revenue sufficient for the 
expenses thereof, In time, ought to be derived mainly 
from a duty on Imports, and not from direct taxes ; and 
on laying such duties sound policy requires a Just dis- 
crimination, and, when practicable, by specific duties, 
whereby suitable encouragement may be afforded to 
American industry, equally to all classes and to all por- 
tions of the country ; an economical administration of 
the Government, In time of peace, ought to be derived 
from duties on imports, and not from direct taxation ; 
and in laying such duties, sound policy requires a Just 
discrimination, whereby suitable encouragement may be 
afforded to American Industry, equally to all classes, and 
to all parts of the country. 

SieaVh. The Constitution vests in Congress the power 
to open and repair harbors, and remove obstructions 
from navigable rivers, whenever such improvements are 
necessary for the common defense, and for the protec- 
tion and facility of commerce with foreign nations, or 
among the States — said improvements being In every 
1n;itance national and general in their character. 

Seventh. The Federal and State Governments are parts 
of one system, alike necessary for the common prosper- 
ity, peace and security, and ought to be regarded alike 
with a cordial, habitual and immovable attachment. 
Respect for the authority of each, and acquiescence in 
the Just constitutional measures of each, are duties 
required by the plainest considerations of National, 
Slate and individual welfare. 

EigMh. That the series of acts of the 82d Congress, the 
Act known as the Fugitive Slave law Included, are 
received and acquiesced in by the Whig party of the 
United States as a settlement in principle and substance 
of the dangerous and exciting questions which they 
embrace; and, so far as they are concerned, we will 
maintain them, and ln.siat upon their strict enforcement, 
until time and experience shall demonstrate the neces- 
sity of further legislation to guard against the evasion of 
the laws on the one hand and the abuse of their powers 
on the other— not Impairing their present efficiency ; and 
we deprecate all further agitation of the question thus 
settled, as dangerous to our peace, and will discounte- 
nance all efforts to continue or renew such agitation, 
whenever, wherever, or however the attempt may be 
made; and we will maintain this system as essential to 
the nationality of the Whig party, and the integrity of 
the Union. 

The above propositions were unanimously 
adopted with the exception of the last, which 
was carried by a vote of 212 to 70: the dele- 
frates who voted against it being supporters of 
Scott as against Fillmore and Webster in the 
ballo tings above given. 

The vote by States, on this (Compromise) 
resolution, was as follows : 

TBAS—Malne, 4; New-Hampshire, 6: Vermont, 6> 
Massachusetts, 8; Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 4» 
New-York, 11; New-Jersey, 7 ; Pennsylvania, 21; Dela* 
ware, 8 ; Maryland, 8 ; Virginia, 14 ; North Carolina, 
10; South Carolina, 8; Georgia, 10; Alabama, 9; Mis- 
sissippi, 7 ; Louisiana, ft : Oaio, 8 ; Kentucky, 12 ; Ten- 
nessee, 12; Indiana, 7; Ill'nois, 6; Missouri, 9; Arkan- 
sas. 4; Florida, 8 ; Iowa, 4; Wisconsin, 4 ; Texas, 4 ; 
—212. 



Nats— Maine, 4 ; Connecticut, 1 ; New- York, 22 ; 
Pennsylvania, 6 ; Ohio, 15 ; Wisconsin, 1 ; Indiana, 6 ; 
Illinois, 6 ; Michigan, 6 ; California, 4—70. 

6EK. SCOTT^S ACCEPTANCE. 

Gen. Scott accepted the nomination and Flat 
form in the following letter. 

Washinotok, Jwm 24M, 1852. 
Sir: I have had the honor to receive from your hun'ls 
the official notice of my unanimous nomination as the 
Whig candidate for the office of President of the Unired 
States, together with a copy of the resolutions passed by 
the Oonvention,'ezpres8ing their opinions upon some of 
the most pfominient questions of national policy. 

This great distinction, conferred by a numerous, intelli- 
gent and patriotic body, representing millions of iny 
countrymen, sinks deep into my heart ; and remembering 
the very eminent names which were before the Conv n- 
tion in amicable competition with my own, I am made to 
feel, oppressively, the weight- of responsibility belonging 
to my new position. Not having written a word to pro- 
cure this distinction, I lost not a moment after it had 
been conferred in addressing a letter to one of your mem- 
bers, to signify what would be, at tiie proper time, the 
substance of my reply to the Conveiitiuu : and I now have 
I he honor to repeat in a more formal manner, as the occa- 
sion Justly demands, thit I accept the nomination with the 
resolutions annexed. The political principles and meHS- 
ures laid down in those resolutions are so broad that but 
little is left for me to add. I therefore barely suggest in 
this place, that should I, by the partiality of my country- 
men, be elevated to the Chief Magistracy of the Union, I 
shall be ready, in my connection with Congress, to re- 
commend or approve of measures in regard to the man- 
agement of the public domain, so as to secure an early 
settlement of the same, favorable to actual settlers, bat 
consistent, nevertheless, with a due regard to the equiil 
rights of the whole American people in that vast national 
inlieritance; and also to recommend or approve of a sin- 
gle alteration in our naturalisation laws, suggested by my 
military experience, vis : Giving to all foreigners tlie 
right of citisenship, who shall faithfully serve, in time of 
war, one year on board of our public ships, or in our 
land forces, regular or volunteer, on their receiving an 
honorable discharge from the service. In regard to the 
general policy of the administration, if elected, I should, 
of course, look among those wlio may approve that poli- 
cy for the agents to carry it into execution ; and I should 
seek to cultivate harmony and fraternal sentiments 
throughout the Whig party, without attempting to re- 
duce its members, by proscription, to exact uniformity to 
my own views. 

But I should at the same time be rigorous in regard to 
quahflcations for office, retaining and appointing no one 
either deficient in capacity or integrity, or in devotion to 
liberty, to the Constitution and the Union. Convinced 
that harmony or good will between the different quarters 
of our broad country is essential to the present and the 
future interests of itie Republic, and with a devotion to 
tliose Interests that can know no South and no North, I 
should neither countenance nor tolerate any sedition, dis- 
order, faction or resistance to the law or the Union on 
any pretext^ in any part of the land, and I should carry 
into the civil administration this one principle of military 
conduct — obedience to the legislative and judicial de- 
partments of government, each in its constitutional 
sphere, saving only in respect to the Legislature, the pos- 
sible resort to the veto power, always to be most can* 
tiously exercised, and under the strictest restraints and 
necessities. 

Finally, for my strict adherence to the principles of the 
Whig party, as expressed in the resolutions of tlie Con- 
vention, and herein suggested, with a sincere and earnest 
purpose to advance ttie greatness and happiness of the 
Republic, and thus to cherish and encourage the cause of 
constitutional liberty throughout the world, avoiding 
every act and thought that might involve our country in 
an ui^ttst or unnecessary war, or impair the faltli of 
treaties, and discountenancing all p<iliiical agitations in- 
jurious to the interests of society and dangerous to the 
Union, I can offer no other pledge or guarantee than the 
known incidents of a long public life, now undergoing the 
severest examination Feeling myself highly fortunatn 
in my associate on the ticket, and with a lively sense of 
my obligations to the Convention, and to your personal 
courtesies, I have the honor to remain, sir. with great 
esteem, your most obedient servant, 

WINFIELD SCOTT. 

To HoK. J. G. CHArMAX, Pr&aid'nU of t^4 Whig No- 
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DEMOCRATIC CON'VEXTIOX— 18$2. 

This Coavention assembled at BHltiiiiore on 
the Ist of June, Jolia W. Davis, of Indiana, 
(presided, and tiie two-thirds rule was adopted. 
<ren. Franklin Pierce, of Ne«r Huniptjhire, was 
iioitiinated for Presideut oa the 49th ballot, as 
ioliuws ; 
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The first vote for Vice-President was as -fol- 
lows : 



Wm. R. King, of A'a. . . 126 
a. J. Pillow, of Ten n... 25 
D. K. Atchison, of Mo.. 25 
T. J. Rusk, of Texas,.. 12 
Jle£f. Uavis, of Miss 2 



Wm. 0. Butler, of Ky... 27 
Robu Strange, of N. . . 28 
8 n. Downs, of La.... 8» 
J. B. Weller, of Oal.... 28 
Howell Oobb, of Ga. . . . 2 



W>n. R. King, of Alabama, was uuaiiimously 
nominated oo the second ballot. 

THE PLATFORM. 

The Platform was made up of resiolves. Here 
follow 1, 2, and 3, of that of 1848, with 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 of that of 1840, vsee them heretofore), to 
which were added the following : 

MeaoUfedt That it is the duty of every branch of the 
Qovernment to enforce and practice the most rigid 
economy in ctnduct'mg our public aff.tlrs, and ttiat bo 
more rereone ought to be raised tiian is required to 
defray the necessary expenses of the Government, and 
fur the gradual bjt certain extinction of the public debt. 

JRssoloed, That Congress has no power to charter a 
Kationai Banlc ; that wo oelieve such an institution one 
of deadly hostility to the b«st interesto of the country, 
dangerous to our republican institutions aud the liberties 



of <^c people, and ealealaAed to i^aee the b^iness otth» 
country within the control of a concentrateil money 
power, and tiiat ai)ove the laws and the will of the people; 
and that the results of Democratic legislation, in this and 
all other finanotal measures, upon which issues hHve been 
mjMla i>etween the two political parties of the country have 
demonstrated to candid and practical men of all, partiea, 
their soundnes-*, safety, and utility, in all business pursuiia. 

Hesokfed^ Tlmt the separation of the moneys of the 
Government from Banking Institutions, is Indispensable 
for the safety of the funds of the Government, aud the 
rights of the people. 

Hwolv^, That th^ liberal principles embodied hf 
Jefferson in the Declaration of Independence, and sane- 
tiouttd in the Constitution, which maltes ours the land of 
liberty, and the asylum Of the oppres8«id of every nation, 
have ever been cardinal principles in the Democratic 
faith ; and every attempt to abridge the privilege of be* 
coming ciiiiens aud the owners of soil among us, ought 
to be resisted with the same spirit which 9wept the aliea 
and sedition laws from our statute book. 

B6tM>i9tdf That Congress has no power under the Con- 
stitution to interfere with, or control the domestic insti- 
tutions of the several States, and that tmch States are the 
sole and proper judges of everything appertaining to 
their own afikirs, and prohibited by the Constitution ; 
that all efforts of the Abolitionists or others, made to 
induce Congress to interfere with questions of Slavery, 
or to take incipient steps in relation thereto, are calcu- 
lated to lead to the roost alarming and dangerous conse- 
quences ; and that all such efforts have an inevitable 
tendency to diminish the happiness of the people, aud 
endanger the stability and permanency of the Union, and 
ought not to be countenanced by any friend of our politi- 
cal institutions. 

ReaoUoed^ That the foregoing proposition covers, and is 
intended to embrace, the whole sufajject of Slavery agita- 
tion in Congress ; and therefore, the Democratic party of 
the Uuion, «itanding on this National Platform, will abide 
by, and adhere to, a faithful execution of the acts known 
as the Compromise measures settled by the last Congress 
— tlie act for reclaiming fugitives tvova service or labor 
included ; which act* being designed to carry out an 
Express provision of the Constitution, cannot wiUi fidelity 
thereto be repealed, nor so changed as to destroy or im- 
pair its fffiuiency. 

Resolved^ That the Democratic party will resist all 
attempts at renewing in Congress, or out of it, the agita- 
tion of the Slavery question, under whatever shape or 
color the attempt may be made. 

[Here follow the Resolutions of 1848, against 
the distribution of the proceeds of the Public 
Land Sales, and against the abridgment of the 
veto power of the President.] 

Be9ok>ed, That the Democratic party will falthfblly 
abide by and uphold the principles laid down in the 
Kentuclcy and Virginia Resolutions. of 1793 and 179S, and 
in the report of Mr. Madison to the Virginia Legislature 
in 1799 ; that it adopts those principles aa constituting 
one of the main foundations of its political creed, and is 
resolved to carry them out In their obvious meaning and 
iuiport. 

lieaohed, That the war with Mexico, upon all the 
principles of patriotism and the law of nations, was a 
just and neues-ary war on our part, in which no Ameri- 
can citizen shou.u liave siiown himself opposed to his 
country, and neither morally nor physically, by word or 
deed, given aid Hnd conilori to the enemy. 

ResoVoed^ That we rgoice at the restoration of friendly 
relations with our sister Republic of Mexico, and earnest 
ly desire for her all tiie blessings and prosperity whicl 
we enjoy under Republican Institutions, aud we con* 
gratuhite the American people on the results of that war 
which have so manifeotly justified the policy and conduct 
of the Democratic party, and insured to the United States 
indemnity for the past, and security for the future. 

Resolved^ That, in view of the condition of popular 
institutions in the old world, a high and sacred duty is 
devolved with increased responsibility upon the Demo- 
cracy of this country, as the party of the people, to up- 
hold and maintain the rights of every State, and thereby 
the Uuion of States, and to sustain and advance among 
them constitutional liberty, by continuing to resist all 
monopolies and exclusive legislation ior the benefit of tJie 
few at the expense of the many, and by a vigilant and 
constant adherence to those principles aud compromises 
of the CONSTITUTION, which are broad enough and 
strong enough to embrace and uphold the Union as it is, 
and the Union as it should be, in the full expansion of 
the eiiei-gies and 'Capacity of this great and progressive 
people. 
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FREE DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION— 1852. 

The Free-Soil Democracy held a National 
GonTentiua at Pittsburgh, on the 11th August, 
1852, Henry Wilson, of Mass., presiding. All 
the Free States were represented, together with 
Delaware, Virginia, Kentucky and Maryland. 
John P Udle, of N. H., was nominated for Presi- 
dent, with Geo. W. Julian, of Indiana, for Vice- 
President. The Convention adopted the fol- 
lowing : 

PLATroRif : 

Having assembled In National ConrenUon as the De- 
mocracy of the United States, united by a common 
resolve to ma'ntain right against wrong, and Freedom 
against Slavery : confiding in the intelligence, patriot- 
ism, and d scriminating Justice of Uie American people, 
putting our trust in God for the triumph of our cause, 
and invoking h.s guidance in oar endeavors to advance 
it, we now submit to the candid Judgment of all men 
the following declaration of principles and measures : 

1. That governments, deriving their Just powers from 
the consent of the governed, are instituted among men 
to secure to all those inalienable rights of life, Lberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness with which they are 
endowed by the.r Cieator, and of which none can be 
deprived by vaLd legislation, except for crime. 

^. That the true minion of American Democracy is to 
maintain the Liberties of the People, the Sovereignty of 
the States, and the pe.petuity of the Union, by the im- 
partial appl.cation to public affairs, without sectional 
d.scriminations of the fundamental principles of hu- 
man rights, strict Justice and an economical administra- 
tion. 

8. That the Federal Oovernment Is one of limited 
powers, derived solely from the Constitution, and the 
grants of power therein ought to be strictly construed by 
all the departments and agents of the Government, and 
it is inexpedient and dangot ous to exercise doubtful con- 
stitutional powers. 

4 Tliat the Constitution of the United States, ordained 
to form a more perfect Union, to establish Justice aud 
secure the blessings of Liberty, expre&»ly denies to the 
General Government all power to deprive any pe.son of 
l.fe, liberty or property without due process of law ; and, 
therefore, the Government having no more power to 
make a slave than to make a king, and no mo. e powT 
to establish Slavery than to establish a Monarchy, 
should at once proceed to relieve itself from all respon- 
sibility for the existence of Slavery, wherever it possesses 
constitutional power to legislate for its extinction. 

5. That, to the persevering and importunate demands 
of the Slave power for more Slave States, new ^lave 
Territories and the nationalization of Slavery, our dis- 
tinct and final answer is— no more Slave States, no 
Slave Territory, no nationalised Slavery, and no national 
Legislation for the extradition of Slaves. 

6. That Slavery is a sin against God, and a crime 
against man, which no human enactment nor usage can 
make right; and that Christianity, humanity, aud patriot- 
ism alike demand its abolition. 

7. That the Fugitive Slave Act of 185U, is repugnant 
to the Constitution, to the principles of the common law, 
to the spirit of Christianity, and to the sentiments of 
the civilised world. We therefore deny its binding force 
upon the American people, and demand its immediate 
and total repeal. 

8. That the doctrine that any human law is a finality, 
and not subject to modification or repeal, is not in 
accordance with the creed of the founders of our Govern- 
ment, and is dangerous to the liberties of the people. 

9. That the Acts of Congress, known as the Compro- 
mise Measures of 1S50, by making the admission of a 
sovereign State contingent upon the adoption of other 
measures demanded by the special interest of Slavery ; 
by their omission to guarantee freedom in the free Terri- 
tories; by their attempt to impose unconstitutional 
limitations on the power of Congress and the people— to 
admit new States ; by their provisions for the assump- 
tion of five millions of the State debt of Texas, and for 
the payment of five millions more, and the cession of a 
large terriio y to the same State under menace, as an 
inducement to the relinquishment of a groundless claim, 
and by their invasion of the sovereignty of the States 
and the . liberties of the people through the enactment 
of an unjust, oppressive, and unconstitutional Fugitive 
Slave Law, are proved to be inconsistent with all the 
principles and maxims of Democracy, and wholly inade- 
quate to the settlement of the questions of which they 
are claimed to be an at^ustment. 



10. That an permanent Bettlement of the Slarery 
question can ba looked for except in the practical re- 
cognition of the truth that Slavery is sectional and Free- 
dom naUonal ; by the total separation of the General 
Government from Plavery, and the exercise of its legiti- 
mate and constitutional influence on the side of Free- 
dom ; and by leaving to the States the whole subject of 
Slavery and the extradition of fugitives from service. 

11. That all men have a natural right to a portion of the 
soil ; and that as the use of the soil is indispensable to 
life, the right of ail men to the soil is as sacred as their 
right to life itself. 

12. That the Public Lands of the United States belong 
to the People, and should not be sold to inuividuald nor 
granted to corporations, but should be held as a sacred 
trust for the benefit of the people, and should be granted 
in limited quantities, free of cost, to landless settlers. 

18. That a due regard for the Federal Constitution, 
a sound administrative policy, demand that the funds 
of the General Government be kept separate from Bank- 
ing institutions ; tliat inland and ocean postage should be 
reduced to the lowest possible point; that no more revenue 
should be raised than is required to defray the strictly 
necessary expenses of the pubKc service, and to pay olf 
the public Debt ; and that the power and patronage of the 
Government should be diminished, by the abolition of ail 
unnecessary offices, salaries^ and privileges, and by the 
election, by the people, of all civil offices in the service 
of the IJnited States, so fur as may be consistent with 
the prompt and efficient transaction of the public busi- 
ness. 

14. That River and Harbor Improvements, when neces- 
sary to the safety and convenience of commerce with 
foreign nations, or among the several States, are objects 
of national concern ; and it is the duty of Congress, in 
the exercise of its constitutional powerd, to provide for 
the same. 

15. That emigrants and exiles from the old world 
should find a cordial welcome to homes of comfort and 
fields of enterprise In the new; and every attempt tc 
abtidge their privilege of becoming citisens and owners 
of the soil among us, ought to be resisted with inflexible 
determination. 

16. That every nation Has a clear right to alter or 
change its own government, and to a<^uin.ster its own 
concerns in such manner as may best secure the rights 
and promote the happiness of the people ; and foreign 
inteiference with that right is a dange.ous violation of 
the law of nations, against which all independent govern- 
ments should protest, and endeavor by all proper means 
to prevent ; and especially is it the duty of the Ameri- 
can Government, representing the Chief ilepubllc of 
the world, to protest against, and by all proper means 
to prevent the intervention of kings and emperors against 
Nations seeking to establish for themselves Uepublicaxi 
or constitutional governments. 

17 That the Independence of Haytl ought to be 
recognized by our Government, and our commercial 
relations with it placed on the footing of the moftt 
favored nations. 

18. That as by the Constitution, " the citizens of each 
State shall be entitled to all the privileges and immuni- 
ties of citizens in the several States," the practice of 
imprisoning colored seamen of other States, while the 
vessels to which they belong lie in port, and refusing 
the exe.cise of the right to bring such cases before the 
Supreme Court of the United States, to test the legality 
of such proceedings, is a flagrant violation of the Con- 
stitution, and an invasion of the rights of the citizens 
of other States utterly inconsistent with the professions 
made by the slaveholders, that they wish the provisions 
of the Constitution faithfully observed by every State 
in the Union. 

19. That we recommend the introduction into all trea- 
ties hereafter to be negotiated between the United States 
and foreign nations, of some provision for the amicable 
settlement of difficulties by a resort to decisive arbi- 
trations. 

20. That the Free Democratic Party is not organised 
to aid either the Whig or Democratio wing of the great 
Slave Compromise party of the nation, but to defeat them 
both ; and that repudiating and renouncing both, as 
hopelessly corrupt, and utterly unworthy of confidence, 
the purpose of the Free Democracy is to take possessioa 
of the Federal Government, and administer it for the 
better protection of the rights and interests of the whole 
people. 

21. That we inscribe on our banner. Free Soil, Free 
Speech, Free Labor and Free Men, and under it wiU 
fight on and fight ever until a triumphant victory shall 
reward our exertions. 

22. Tha^« upon this Platform the Convention preseuts 
to the As::>rican people as a candidate fo/ tlie office of 
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President of the United States, John P. Halk, of New- 
Maispshlre, and as a candidate for tbe office of Vice- 
President of the United States, Gborgk W. Jduav, of 
Indiana, and earnestly commend them to the support 
of all Freemen and all parties. 

The result of this contest was an oyer\« helm- 
ing triumph of the regular Democracy : Pierce 
and King carrying every State except Massachu- 
setts) Vermont, Kentucky, and Tennessee, which 
cast their votes for Gen. Scott. The Free Demo- 
cratic vote in several States would have given 
those States to Scott, had it been cast for him. 



REPFBLICAN NATIONAL CONVENTION— 

1856. 

This Convention met at Philadelphia on the 
1 7 th of June, and chose Col. Benry S. Lane, of 
Indiana, as presiding officer. An informal bal- 
lot for President resulted as follows : 



c 
o 

states. C 

Maine, 13 

New-Hampshire.. 15 

Vermont 15 

Massachusetts.... 89 
Rhode Island.. . 12 

Connecticut IS 

New- York 93 

New-Jeraey T 

Pennsylvania.... 10 

Delaware — 

Maryland 4 

Ohio 80 



c 

« 

c 

11 



8 

14 

Tl 

9 

8 

89 



o 

21 
19 



o 

a 

StateH. u, 

Indiana 13 

Illinois 14 

Michigan 18 — 

Wisconsin 15 — 

Iowa 12 — 

Minnesota — 8 

Kansas 9 — 

Nebraska — 8 

Kentucky 5 — 

California. 12 — 

859 196 



New- York nlso gave two votes for Sumner 
and one for SeVard. 

Col. John C. Fremont was thereupon unani- 
mously nouiinated. 

William L. Dayton was nominated for Vice- 
President, receiving, on the informal ballot, 
269 votes to 43 for David Wilmot; 110 for 
Abraham Lincoln ; 7 for Thomas Ford ; 36 for 
Charles Sumner; 4 for Cassius M. Clay ; 15 for 
Jacob Collamer; 2 for J. R. Giddings; 2 for 
W. F. Johnston ; 46 for N. P. Banks ; 1 for A. 
G; M. Pennington ; 6 for Henry Wilson ; 9 for 
John A. King ; 3 for Henry C. Carey ; and 8 for 
Gen. S. C. Pomeroy of Kansas. A formal bal- 
lot was then taken, when Mr. Dayton was nouii- 
oatod unanimously. 

The Convention adopted the following 

PLATFORM : 

This Convention of Delegates, assembled in pnrsnance 
of a call addressed to the people of the United States, 
tirithoat regard to past political differences or divisions, 
who are opposed to the repeal of the Missouri Compro- 
mise, to the policy of the present Administration, to the 
extension of Slavery into Free Territory ; in favor of 
admitting Kansas as a Free State, of restoring the action 
of the Federal Government to the principles of Washing- 
ton and Jefferson, and who purpose to unite in present- 
ing candidates for the offices of President and Vice- 
President, do resolve as follows : 

^esolvedy That the maintenance of the principles pro- 
mulgated in the Declaration of Independence and 
embodied in the Federal Constitntion is essential to the 
preservation of our Republican Institutions, and that 
the Federal Constitution, the rights of the States, and 
the Union of the States, shall be preserved. 

Re8olf>ed^ That with our republican fathers we hold it 
to be a self-evident truth, that all men are endowed with 
the inalienable rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness, and that the primary object and ulterior de- 
signs of our Federal Government were, to secure these 
*ights to all persons within Its exclusive Jurisdiction ; 
that, as our republican fathers, when they had abolished 
Slavery In all our national territory, ordained that no 



person should be deprived of life, liberty or proptrty 
without due process of law, it becomes our duty to maJn- 
tidn this provision of the Constitution against all attempts 
to violate it for the purpose of establbhing Slavery in 
any territory of the United States, by positive legislation, 
prohibiting its existence or extension therein. That w« 
deny the authority of Congress, of a territotial legisla- 
ture, of any individual or aBSociation of individuals, to 
give legal existence to Slavery in any territory of the 
United States, while the present Constitution shall be 
maintaii^ed. 

Besolf>edy That the Constitution confers upon Congress 
sovereign power over the territories of the United States 
for their government, and that in the exoiciso of this 
power it is both the right and the duty of Congress to 
prohibit in the territories those twin relics of barfoui*ism 
— Polygamy and Slavery. 

Reaolved^ That while the Constitution of the United 
States was ordained and established by the people in 
order to form a more perfect Union, establish Justice, 
insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common de- 
fense, and secure the blessings of liberty, and contains 
ample provisions for the protection of the life, liberty 
and property of every citisen, the dearest constitutional 
rights of the people of Kansas have been fraudulently 
and violently taken from them— their territory has been 
invaded by an armed force — spurious and pretended 
legislative, Judicial and executive officers have been set 
over them, by whose usurped authority, sustained by Uie 
military power of the Government, tyrannical and un- 
constitutional laws have been enacted and enforced — 
the rights of the people to keep and bear arms have 
been infringed — test oaths of an extraordinai-y and en- 
tangling nature have been imposed, as a condition of 
exercising the right of suffrage and holding oflQce— the 
right of an accused person to a speedy and public trial 
by an impartial jury has been denied— the right of the 
people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers and 
effects against unreasonable searches and seizures has 
been violated — they have been deprived of life, liberty 
and property without due process of law — that tlie free- 
dom of speech and of the press has been abridged — tlie 
right to choose their representatives has been made of 
no effect — murders, robberies and arsons have been insti- 
gated and encouiaged, and the offenders have been 
allowed to go unpunished — that all these things have 
been done with the knowledge, sanction and procure- 
ment of the present Administration, and that for this 
high crime against the Constitution, the Union and Hu- 
manity, we arraign the Administration, the President, bis 
advisers, agents, supporters, apologists and accessories, 
either before or after the facts, before the country and 
before the world, and that it is our fixed purpose to 
bring the actual perpetrators of these atrocious outrages, 
and their accomplices, to a sure and condign punishment 
hereafter. 

Jiesol^ed, That Kansas should be immediately admit* 
ted as i^ State of the Union, with her present free Consti- 
tution, as at once the most effectual way of securing to 
her citizens the enjoyment of the rights and privileges to 
which they are entitled ; and of ending the civil strife 
now raging in her territory. 

Hesolved^ That the highwayman^s plea, that " might 
makes right," embodljsd in the Ostend Circular, was in 
every respect unworthy of American diplomacy, and 
would bring shame and dishonor upon any government 
or people that gave it their sanction. 

lienolvedj That a railroad to the Pacific Ocean, by the 
most central and practicable route, is imperatively de- 
manded by the interests of the whole country, and that 
the Federal Government ought to render immediate and 
efficient aid in its construction; and, as an auxiliary 
thereto, the immediate construction of an emigrant route 
on the line of the railroad. 

Reaol/oedy That appropriations by Congress for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors, of a national charac- 
ter, required for the accommodation and security of our 
existing commerce, are authorized by the Constitution, 
and Justified by the obligation of government to protect 
the lives and property of its citizens. 

This contest resulted in the election of the 
Democratic nominees, Buchanan and Breckin- 
ridge, who received tiie electoral votes of 

New-Jersey, T; Pennsylvania, 27; Delaware, 8; Vir- 
ginia, 15; North Carolina, 10; South Carolina, 8; 
Georgia, 10; Alabama, 9; Mississippi,?; Louisiaha, 6; 
Tennessee, 12 ; Kentucky, 12; Ind.ana, 18; Illinois, 11 ; 
Missouri, 9; Arkansas, 4; Florida, 3; Texas, 4; Califor- 
nia, 4.— 174. 

For Fremont and Dayton : Maine, 8 ; New-Hampshire, 
5; Vermont, 5; Massachusetts, 18; Rhode Liland, 4; 
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ConnecUcnt, 6; New-York, 85; Ohio, 28; Michigan, 6; 
Iowa, 4 ; Wisconsin, 6-114. 
JFillmore and Donelson, Maryland, 8. 



AMERICAN NATIONAL CONVENTION— 

1856. 

The American National Council met in Phila- 
delphia February 19, 1856. AH the States ex- 
cept four or five were represented. £. B. 
Burtlett, of Ky., President of the National Coun- 
cil presided, and, after a rather stormy session 
of three days, devoted mainly to the discussion 
of a Party Platform, the following, on the 21st, 
was adopted : 

AMERICAN PLATFORM. 

1. An humble acknowledgment to the Supreme Being, 
for his protecting care vouchsafed to our fathers in their 
successful Revolutionary struggle, and hitherto mani- 
fested to us, their descendants, in the preservation of 
the liberties, the independence, and the union of these 
States. 

2. The perpetuation of the Federal Union and Consti- 
tution, as the palladium of our civil and religious liber- 
ties, and the only sure bulwarks of American Indepeik- 
deiice. 

3. Americans must rule America ; and to this end 
nuti've-bom citizens should be selected for all State, 
Federal and municipal ofiBces of government employ- 
ment, in preference to all others. N&certheless^ 

4. Persons born of American parents residing tempo- 
rarily abroad, should be entitled to all the rights of 
uutive-born citizens. 

5. No person should be selected for political station 
(whether of native or foreign birth), who recognizes any 
allegiance or obligation of any description to any foreign 
prince, potentate or power, or who refuses to recognize 
the Federal and State Constitutions (each within its 
sphere) as paramount to all other laws, as rules of polit- 
Iccii action. 

6. The unqualified recognition and maintenance of the 
reserved rights of the several States, and the cultivation 
of harmony and fi-aternal good will between the citizens 
of the several States, and to this end, non-interference 
by Congress with questions appertaining solely to the 
individual States, and non-intervention by each State 
with the affairs of any other State. 

7. The recognition of the right of native-born and 
naturalized citizens of the United States, permanently 
residing in any territory thereof, to frame their constitu- 
tion and laws, and to regulate their domestic and social 
affairs in their own mode, subject only to the provisions 
of the Federal Constitution, with the privilege of admis- 
sion into the Union whenever they have the requisite 
population for one Representative in Congress : P/'o 
vldedj always^ that none but those who are ciizens of 
the United States, under the Constitution and laws 
thereof, and who have a fixed residence in any such 
Territory, ought to participate in the farmation of the 
Constitution, or in the enactment of laws for said Terri- 
tory or State. 

8. An enforcement of the piinclples that no State or 
Territory ought to admit others than citizens to the right 
of suffrage, or of holding political oflSces of the United 
States. 

9. A change in the laws of naturalization, making a 
continued residence of twenty-one years, of aJl not here- 
tofore provided for, an indispensable requisite for citizen- 
ship hereafter, and excluding all paupers, and persons 
convicted of crime, from landing upon our shores ; but 
no interference with the vested rights of foreigners. 

10. Opposition to any union between Church and 
State ; no interference with religious faith or worship, 
and no test oaths for office. 

11. Free and thorough investigation into any and all 
alleged abuses of public functionaries, and a strict econ- 
omy in public expenditures. 

12. Tlie maintenance and enforcement of all laws con- 
stitutionally enacted until said laws shall be repealed, 
or shall be declared null and void by competent judicial 
authority. 

18. Opposition to the reckless and unwise policy of the 
present Administration in the general management of 
our national affairs, /ind more especially as shown in re- 
moving ** Ameicuns" (by designation) and Conserva- 
tl .'es in principle, from office, and placing fore'gnera and 
UUrai:<tii la their places ; as shown in a truckling subser- 



viency to the stronger, and an insolent and cowardly 
bravado toward the weaker powers ; as shown in re- 
opening sectional agitation, by the repeal of the Missouri 
Compromise ; as shown in granting to unnaturalized for- 
eigners the right of suflhige in Kansas and Nebraska ; as 
shown in its vacillating course on the Kansas and Ne- 
braska question ; as shown in the corruptions which per- 
vade some of the Departments of the Government ; a? 
shown in disgracing meritorious naval officers through 
prejudice or caprice : and as shown in the blundering 
mismanagement of our foreign relations. 

14 Therefore, to remedy existing evils, and prevent 
the disastrous consequences otherwise resulting there- 
from, we would build up the " American Party ** upon 
the principles herein before stated. 

15. That each State Council shall have authority to 
amend their several constitutions, so as to abolish tho 
several degrees and substitute a pledge of honor, instead 
of other obligations, for fellowship and admission inis 
the party. 

16. A free and open discussion of all political princ! 
pies embraced In our Platform. 

On the following day (Feb. 22,) the Americai 
National Nominating Convention, composec 
mostly of the same gentlemen who had deliber- 
ated as the National Council, organized at Phila- 
delphia, with 227 delegates in attendance, 
Maine, Vermont, Georgia, and South Carolina, 
being the only States not represented. Ephraim 
Marsh, of New-Jersey, was chosen to preside, 
and the Convention remained in session till the 
25th, and, after disposing of several cases of 
contested seats, discussed at considerable length, 
and with great warmth, the question of the 
power of the National Council to establish a 
Platform for the Convention, which should be 
of binding force upon that body. Finally, Mr. 
Killinger, of Pennsylvania, proposed the fol- 
lowing : 

Resolved^ That the National Council has no authority 
to prescribe a Platform of principles for this Nominating 
Convention, and that we will nominate for President and 
Vice-President no man who is not in favor of interdict- 
ing the Introduction of Slavery Into Territory north 86* 
80' by congressional action. 

A motion to lay this resolution on the table 
was adopted, 141 to 69. A motion was then 
made to proceed to the nomination of a candi' 
date for President, which was carried, 151 to 
51, the Anti-Slavery delegates, or North Ameri- 
cans, as they were called, voting in the nega- 
tive, and desiring to postpone the nomination. 
But being beaten at all points, they (to the num- 
ber of about 50) either withdrew or refused to 
take any further part in the proceedings of the 
Convention, and many of them subsequently 
supported Col. Fremont for President. 

An informal ballot was then talien for Pre.si 
dent, which resulted as follows : 

M. FiUmore,ofN.Y Tl 

27 

18 
7 
8 
6 



John Bell, Tennessee... 5 
Kenneth Uaynor, N. C. 2 

Erastus Brooks, N. T 2 

Lewis D. Campbell, Ohio. 1 
John M. Clayton, Del.... 1 



George Law, N. Y, 

Garrett Davis, Ey 

John McLean, Ohio. . . . 

R. F. Stockton, N. J 

Sam. Houston, Texas.. . 

A formal ballot was then taken, when Mr 
Fillmore was nominated as follows : 

Fillmore, 179 ; Law, 24 ; Baynor, 14 ; McLean, 18. 
Davis, 10 ; Houston, 8. 

Necessary to a choice, 122. 

Millard Fillmore was then declared to be the 
nominee. 

A ballot was then taken for Vice-President, 
and Andrew Jackson Donelson, of Tennessee, 
WHS nominated as follows : 

A. J. Donelson, Ten., 181; Percy Walker, Ala., 8 
Henry J. Gardner, Mass., 8; Kenneth Ray nor, N. C, 8 

Mr. Donelson was then declared to be unaui. 
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mously Domioated, aad the Conyention ad- 
journed, 

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION— 

1856. 

This Convention met at Cincinnati on tlie 2d 
of June, and chose John £. Ward, of Georgia, 
to preside, and nominated James Buchanan on 
the 17th ballot, as follows : 



Ballots. 


Buchanan. 


Pierce. 


Douglas. 


Oass. 


1. 


185 


l-'2 


88 


5 


8. 


189 


lt9* 


H 


6 


& 


nn 


119 


82 


6i 


4. 


141i 


119 


80 


6+ 


6. 


140 


119* 


81 


6f 


«. 


1.VJ . 


117* 


28 


6i 


T. 


148^ 


89 


68 


R* 


8. 


147* 


8T 


66 


H 


9. 


146 


87 


66 


I 


10. 


15' i 


8* 


69* 


H 


11. 


147i 


80 


68 


6* 


12. 


148 


79 


<w* 


6* 


18. 


160 


77* 


68 


6* 


14. 


152* 


7ft 


68 


6* 


16. 


168* 


3f 


118* 


4^ 


1«. 


168 


— 


121 


6 


IT. 


896 


— 


— 


— 



Mr. Buchanan having been unanimously 
nominated for PresidtMit, the Convention pro- 
ceeded to ballot for a candidate for Vice-Presi- 
dent, the first ballot resulting as follows : 



J. A. Quitman, Mie? ,.. 69 

linn Boyd, Ky., 83 

A.V.Brown, Tenn.,... 29 
J. A. Bayard, Del...... 81 

T. J: Bunk, Tezaa, .... 2 



J. 0. Breckinridgre, Ky.„ 65 

i|. Fitzp»trick, Ala., 11 

H. V. JohnRon, Ga...... 81 

Trnsten Polk, Mo., 6 

J. 0. Dobbin, N C, 18 



On the second ballot, the name of Gen. Quit- 
man was withdrawn, as were also those of other 
leading candidates, and Mr. Breckinridge was 
imanimously nominated. 

The Convention adopted the foUowin 
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PLATFORM : 

Jte9ol9edj TliMt thif American Demoeracy place their 
truat in the in'eHigence, the put riot i.^m, an«i the discrimi- 
nating Justice of tlie American people. 

Jie9ok>6d^ TiiHt we regard this as a distinctive feature 
of our political creed, whiuh vre are proud to maintain 
before the world as a great moral element in a form of 
gorermnent springing from and upheld by the popular 
will ; and we cnntrnst it with tlie creed and practice of 
Federalism, under wimtever name or form, which seekj 
to palsy the will of tlie Constituent, and which conceives 
no imposture too monstrous for the popular credulity. 

£mo^^, thertfore, That trntertaining these views, the 
Democratic party of tliis Union, through their delegates, 
assembled in general Convention, coming together in a 
spirit of concord, of devotion to the doctrines and faith 
of a free representative government, and appealing to 
their fellow-citiz -ns for the rectitude of their intentions, 
renew and reassert before the American people, the 
declarations of principles avowed by them, wiien, on 
former occasions, in general Convention, they have pre- 
sented their candidates for the popular suffrage. 

1. That the Federal G-overnment is one of limited power, 
derived solely from tiie Constitution, and the grants of 
power made therein ought to be strictly construed by all 
Ui« departments and agents of the Government, and that 
it is inexpedient and dangerous to exercise douJi)tfal con- 
Btitutional powers. 

2. That the Constitution does not confer upon the 
General Government the power to commence and carry 
oo a general system of internal improvements. 

8 That the Constitution does not confer authority upon 
the Federal Government, directly or indirectly, to assume 
tiie debts of the several States, contracted for local and 
internal improvements, or other State purposes, nor 
would such assumption be just or expedient. 

4. That Justice and sound policy forbid the Federal 
Government to foster one branch of industry to the detri- 
ment of another, or to cherish the interests of one portion 
of our common country ; that every citisen and every 
section of the country has a right to demand and Insist 
apou an equality of rights and privileges, and a complete 



and ample protection of persons and property flrom 
domestic violence and foreign aggression. 

6. That it is the duty of every branch of the €K>Tem- 
ment to enforce and practice the most rigid economy In 
conducting our public a^airs, and that no more revenue 
ought to he raised than is required to defray the neces- 
sary expenses of the government, and gradual but certain 
extinction of the public debt. 

6. That the proceeds of the public lands ouglit to b« 
sacredly applied to the national objects specified in the 
Constitution, and that we are opposed lo any law for the 
distribution of such proceeds among the States, as alike 
inexpedient in policy, and repugnant to the Constitution. 

7. That Congress has no power to charier a iVatioual 
Bank ; tliat we believe such an institution one of deadly 
hostility to the best interests of this country, dangerous 
to our republican institutions and the liberties of the peo- 
ple, and calculated to place the business of the country 
within the control of a concentrated money power and 
above the laws and will of the people ; and the results of 
the Democratic legislation in this and all other financial 
measures upon wliich issues have been made between the 
two political parties of the country, have demonstrated 
to candid and practical men of all parlies their sound- 
ness, safety and utility in all business pursuits. 

8. That the separation of the moneys of the Govern- 
ment from banking institutions is indispensable to the 
SHfety of the funds of the Government and the rights of 
the people. 

9. Tiiat we are decidedly opposed to taking from tbc 
President ihe qualified Veto power, by which be is enac 
bled, under restrictions and responsibilities amjily sufil- 
cientto guard the public interests, to suspend the passage 
of a bill whose merits cannot secure the approval of two- 
thirds of the Senate and House of Representatives, until 
the judgment of the people can l>e obtained thereon, and 
which has saved the American people from the corrupt 
and tyrannical dominion of the Bank of the Unit«d 
States, and from a corrupting system of general internal 
improvements. 

10. That the liberal principles embodied by Jeiferson ha 
the Declaration of Independence, and sanctioned in the 
Constitution, which makes ours the land of liberty and 
the asylum of the oppressed of every nation, have ever 
been cardinal principles in the Democratic faith; and 
every attempt to abridge the privilege of becoming citi- 
sens and the owners of soil among us ouglit to be re- 
sisted with the same spirit which swept the alien and s^ 
dition laws from our statute books. 

And whereat^ Since the foregoing declaration was uni- 
formly adopted by our predecessors in National Convea* 
tion, an adverse political and religious test has been se> 
cretly organised by a party claiming to be exclusively 
American, and it is proper that the American Democracy 
should clearly define its relations thereto; and declare 
its determined opposition to all secret political societies, 
by whatever name they may be called. 

^taolved^ That the foundation of this Union of States 
having been laid in, and its prosperity, expansion, and 
preeminent example of free government, built upon en- 
tire freedom la matters of religious concernment, and no 
respect of persons in regard to rank, or place of birth, 
no party can justly be deemed national, constitutional, 
or in accordance with American principles, wiiich bases 
its exclusive organisation upon religious opinions and 
accidental birth-place. And hence a political crusade in 
tiie nineteenth century, and in the United States of Amc^- 
rica, against Catholics and foreign-born, is neither justified 
by the past history nor future prospects of the country, 
nor in unison with the spirit of toleration, and enlight- 
ened freedom which peculiarly distinguishes the Ameri- 
can system of popular government. 

Beaolvsdf That we reiterate with renewed energy of 
purpose the well considered declarations of former con- 
ventions upon the sectional issue of domestic slavery 
and concerning the reserved rights of the States — 

1. That Congress has no power under th9 Constitution 
to interfere with or control the domestic institutions of 
the several States, and that all such states are the sole 
and proper judges of everything appertaining to their 
own affairs nut prohibited by tlie Constitution ; that all 
efforts of the Abolitionists or others made to induce Con- 
gress to interfere with questions of Slavery, or to take 
incipient steps in relation thereto, are calculated to lead 
to tbe roost alarming and dangerous con;>equence8, and 
that all such efforts have an inevit .ble tendency to d^ 
miuish the happiness of the people and endanger the 
stability and permanency of the Union, and ought not 
to be countenanced by any friend of our political insti- 
tutions. 

2. That the foregoing proposition covers and was ioi- 
tended to embrace the whole subject of Slaverr agitation 
in Congress, and therefore the Democratic p>rty of tbe 
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Union, standing on this national platform, will abide by 
and adiiere to a faithful execution of tiift acts known a»> 
the Cumproiiiise Measures, settlett by the Congress o( 
1850 : " ihe act for reclaiming fugitives from service or 
labor '* iacluded ; which act, being tlesitfned to carry out 
an express provision of tlie Cousiitution, cannot, with 
fidelity tliereto, be repealed, or so changed as to destroy 
or impair its efficiency. 

8. Ttiat the Democratic Party will resist all attempts 
at renewing, in Oitngress or out of it, tlie agitation of tlie 
Slavery question, under whatever shape or color ttie at- 
tempt may be mwde. 

4. That the Democratic Party wiU faithfully abide by 
and uphold the principles laid down in the Kentucky 
and Virginia resolutions of 1797 ai^d 1798, and in the 
report of Mr. Madison to the Virginia Legislature in 1799 
—that it adopts these principles as constituting one of 
the main foundations of its political creed, and is re- 
solved to carry them out in their obvious meaning and 
import. 

And that we may more distinctly meet the issue on 
which a sectional party, subsisting exclusively on 
Slavery agitation, now relies to test the fidelity of the 
people. North and Sooth, to the Constitution and the 
Union — 

1. BeaoUaedy That claiming fellowship with and desir- 
ing the cooperation of all who regard the preservation 
of the Union under the Constitution as the paramount 
issue, and repudiating all sectional parties and platforms 
concerning domestic Slavery, which seek to embroil the 
States and inc.te to treason and armed resistance to law 
in the Territories, and whose avowed purpose, if con- 
summated, must end in civil war and disunion, the 
American Democracy recognize and adopt the principles 
contained .n the organic laws establishing the Territories 
of Neb aska and Kansas, as embodying the only sound 
and safe solution of the Slavery question, upon which 
the gieat national idea of the people of this whole coun- 
try can repose in its determined conservation of the 
Union, and non-interference of Cong ess with Slavery in 
the Territories or in the District of Columbia. 

2. That this was the basis of the compromises of 186A, 
confirmed by both the Democratic and Whig parties in 
National Conventions, ratified by the people in the elec< 
tion of 1852, and rightly appl ed to the organisation of 
tlie Territories in 1851. 

3. That by the uniform applioation of the Democratic 
fM-inciple to the organisation of Territories, and the ad- 
mission of new States wirh or without domestic Slavery, 
as they may elect, the equal rights of alt the States will 
be preserved intact, the original compacts of the Consti- 
tution maintained inviolate, and the perpetuity and ex- 
pansion of the Union insured to its utmost capacity of 
embracing, in peace and harmony, every future Ameri- 
can State that may be constituted or annexed with a 
republican form of government. 

BeHoloodj That we recognise the right of the people of 
all the Territories including Kansas and Nebraska, act- 
ing through the legally and fairly expressed will of the 
majority of the actual residents, and whenever the nuniF- 
ber of their inhabitants Justities it, to form a Constitu- 
tion, with or without domestic Slavery, and be admitted 
into the Union upon terms of perfect equality with the 
other States. 

BeMolted^JinaUy^ That in view of the condition of 
popular institutions in the Old World (and the danger- 
ous tendencies of sectional agitation, combined with the 
attempt to eafo>ce civil and religious dsabilities against 
the rights of acquiring and enjoying citizenship in our 
own land), a high and sacred duty is involved with in- 
creased responsibility upon the Democratic Party of this 
country, as the party of the Union, to uphold and main- 
tain the riglits of every State and thereby tlie Union of 
the States —and to sustain and advance among us con- 
stitutional liberty, by continuing to resist all monopolies 
and exclusive legislation for the benefit of the few at the 
expense of the many, and by a vigilant and constant 
adherence to those principle:) and compromises of the 
Constitution — which are broad enough and strong 
enough to embrace and uphold t)*.e Union as It was, the 
Union as it is, and the Union as U ^hali be— in the full 
expression of the energies and capacity of this great and 
prog essire people. 

1. Resolfiedy Tliat there are questions connected with 
the foreign policy of this country which are inferior to 
no domestic question whatever. The time has come for 
the people of the United States to declare themselves in 
lavor of free ^eas, and progressive free trade throughout 
the world, and, by solemu manifestations, to place their 
moral influence at tlie side of their successful example. 

2. RenolMd^ That our geographical and political posi- 
t on with reference to the other states of this continent, 
Qo less than the iutereat of our commerce and the devel- 



opment of our growing power, requires that we should 
hold sacred the principles involved in the Mokkob doo* 
trine. Their bearing and import admit of no miscon- 
struction, and should be applied with unbending rigid- 
ity. 

8. Resoloed, That the great highway, wh!ch nature as 
well as the assent of States most immediately interested 
in its maintenance has marked out for free communica- 
tion between the Atlantic and the Pacific Oceans, con- 
stitutes one of the most important achievements realised 
by the spirit of modern times, in the unconquerable 
energy of our people ; and that result would be secured 
by a timely and efficient exertion of the control which 
we have the right to claim over it ; and no power on 
earth should be suffered to impede or clog its progress 
by any interference with relations that it may suit our 
policy to establish between our Government and the 
government of the States withln whose dominions it lies; 
we can under no circumstance sunender our prepon- 
derance in the adjustment of all questions arising out 
of it. 

4. Besolvad, That, in view of so commanding an Inter- 
est, the people of the United States cannot but sym^ 
pathiee with the efforts which are being made by the 
people of Central America to regenerate that portion of 
the continent which covers the passage across the inter- 
oceanic isthmus. 

5. Resolved^ That the Democratic Party will expect of 
the next Administration that every proper effort be made 
to insure our ascendency in the Gulf of Mexico, and to 
maintain permanent protection to the great outlets 
through which are emptied into its waters the products 
raised out of the soil and the commodities created by 
the industry of the people of our western valleys and of 
the Union at large. 

Ji6»olved^ Tliat the Administration of Fraxcliit 
PiKBCR has been true to Democratic principles, and 
therefore true to tiie great interests of the country; 
in the face of violent opposition, he has maintained the 
laws at home, and vindicated the rights of American 
citiaens abroad ; and therefoi e we proclaim our unquali- 
fied admiration of his measures and policy. 



WHIG CONVENTION— 1866. 

A Whig National Convention met at Balti- 
more on the 17th of Sept., 1856 — Edward Bates, 
of Missouri, presidiiig. The nominations of 
Millard Fillmore for President, and Andrew J. 
Donelson for Vice-President, were unanimously 
concurred in. Tho Convention adopted the 
following 

PLATFORM : 

Jle8ok>td^ That the Whigs of the United States, now 
here assembled, hereby declare their reverence for the 
Constitution of the United States, their unalteiabie at- 
tachment to the National Union, and a fixed determina- 
tion to do all in their power to pt eserve them for them- 
selves and their posterity. They have no new principlen 
to announce ; no new platform to establish ; but are 
content to broadly rest — where their fathers rested— 
upon the Constitution of the United States, wisiiing af> 
safer guide, no higher law. 

Resolved^ That we regard with the deepest Interest 
and anxiety the present disordered condition ot- our 
national affairs — a portion of the country ravaged by 
civil war, large sections of our population cnblttered by 
mutual recriminations ; and we distinctly trace these 
calamities to the culpable neglect of duty by the present 
national administration. 

R69oU>edy That the Government of the United States 
was formed by the conjunction in political unity of wide 
spiead geographical sections materially differing, not 
only In climate and products, but in social and domestic 
institutions ; and that any cause that shall permanently 
array the different sections of the Union in political hos- 
tility and organized parties founded only on geographical 
distinctions must inevitably prove fatal to a continuance 
of the National Union. 

Remlvsd, That the Whigs of the United States declare, 
as a fundamental article of political faith, an absolute 
necessity for avoiding geographical parties. The danger, 
so clearly discerned by the Father of his Country, has 
now become fearfully apparent in the agitation now 
convulsing the nation, and must be anested at once if 
we would preserve our Constitution and our Union ^rom 
dismemberment, and the name of Ame: ica from being 
blotted out f.om the family of c'.viliised nations. 
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Resolted, That all who revere the Constitution and 
the Union, must look with alarm at the parties In the 
field in the present Presidential campaign— one claiming 
only to represent sixteen Northern States, and the other 
appealing mainly to the passions and prejudices of the 
Southern States ; that the success of either faction must 
add fuel to the flame which now threatens to wrap our 
dearest interests in a common ruin. 

Resolved^ That the only remedy for an evil so appal- 
ling is to support a candidate pledged to neither of the 
geographical sections now arrayed in political antagon- 
'3m, but holding both in a just and equal regard. We 
congratulate the fiiends of the Union that such a candi- 
date exists in Millard Fillmore. 

JReaolved, That, without adopting or referring to the 
peculiar doctrines of the party which has already se- 
lected Mr. Fillmore as a candidate, we look to him as a 
well-tiied and faithful f.iend of the Constitution and the 
Union, eminent alike for his wisdom and firmness — for 
his justice and moderation in our foreign relations — for 
his calm and pacific temperament, so well becoming the 
head of a great nation— for his devotion to the Constitu- 
tion in its true spirit— his inflexibility in executing the 
laws ; but, beyond all these attributes, in possessing the 
one transcendent merit of being a representative of 
neither of the two sectional parties now struggling for 
political supremacy. 

Iie«olved, That, in the present exigency of political af- 
fairs, we are not called upon to discuss the subordinate 
questions of administration in the exercising of the 
Constitutional powers of the Government. It is enough 
to know that civil war is raging, and that the Union is in 
peril ; and we proclaim the conviction that the restora- 
tion of Blr. Fillmore to the Presidency will furnish the best 
if not the only means of restoiing peace. 

In the election which ensued, Mr. Fillmore 
received the vote of Maryland only, while Mr. 
Buchanan obtained those of the 14 other Slave 
Suiies, and of New-Jersey, Pennsylvania, Indiana, 
Illinois and California, making 172 in all. Col. 
Fremont received the votes of the eleven other 
Free States, making 114 in all. Pennsylvania 
and Illinois, had they voted for Col. Fremont, 
would have given him the election. 



REPUBLICAN CONVENTION— 1860. 

A Republican National Convention assembled 
at Chicago, Illinois, on Wednesday, May 16th, 
1860, delegates being in attendance from all the 
Free States, as also from Delaware, Maryland, 
Virginia, Kentucky, Missouri, Texas,* the Ter- 
ritories of Kansas and Nebraska, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Gov. Morgan, of New-York, a8 Chairman of 
the National Executive Committee, nominated 
David Wilmot as temporary Chairman, and he 
was chosen. The usual Committees on perma- 
nent organization, credentials, etc., were ap- 
pointed, and the Convention was permanently 
organized by the selection of George Ashmun, 
of Massachusetts, as President, with a Vice- 
President and a Secretary from each State and 
Territory represented. A Committee, of one 
from each State and Territory, was appointed 
to draft suitable resolutions, or in other words 
a Platform, and the Convention adjourned. 

On the following day, an interesting debate 
arose on a proposition to require a vote equal 
to a majority of full delegations from all the 
States to nominate candidjites for President and 
Vice-President; which, with the delegates actu- 
ally in attendance, would have been about 
equivalent to a two-third rule. This proposition 
was voted down, and the Convention decided, 
by a vote of 331 to 130, that only a majority of 



* The delegation from Tsxm hiw since been proved frRudalent 
L)..iiitf be<^c got up io Miehigun to ttffect a peraoud,! etid. 



those present and voting should be required to 
nominate candidates. The following Platform 
was adopted, and, without taking a ballot for 
President, the Convention again adjourned. 

PLATFORM OF I860. 

JResoloedy That we, the delegated representatives of the 
Republican electors of the United Statf s, in Convention 
assembled, in discharge of the duty we owe to our con- 
stituents and our country, unite in the following decla- 
rations : 

1. That the history of the nation, during the last fon 
years, has fully established the propriety and necessil f 
of the orgHnization and perpetuatioi^ of the Republican 
party, and that the causes which called it into existence 
are permanent fn their nature, and now, more than ever 
before, demand its peaceful and con»tiiutionai triumph. 

3. That the maintenance of the principles promulgated 
in the Declaration of Independence and embodied in the 
Federal Constitution, " That all men are created equal ; 
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain in- 
)<lienable rights ; that among these are life, liberty and 
the pursnit of happiness; that, to secure these righi«, 
governments are instituted among men, deriving their 
just powers from the consent of the governed,*' is essen- 
tial to the preservation of our Republican institutions ; 
and that the Federal Constitution, the Rights of the 
States, and the Union of the States, must and shall be 
prest-rved. 

8. That to the Union of the States this nation owes its 
unprecedented increase in population, its surprising de- 
velopment of material resources, its r^pid augmentation 
of wealth, its happiness at home and its hono; abroad ; 
and we hold in abhorrence all schemes for Disunion, come 
from whatever source they may : And we congratulate 
the country that no Republican member of Congress has 
uttered or countenanced the threats of Disunion so oft«n 
made by Democratic members, without rebuke and with 
applause from their political associates ; and we denounce 
those threats of disunion, in case of a popular overthroir 
of their ascendency, as denying the vital principles of a 
free government, and as an avowal of contemplated trea- 
son, which it is the imperative duty of an indignant Peo- 
ple sternly to rebuke and forever silence. 

4. That the maintenance inviolate of the right« of the 
States, and especially the right of each State to order and 
control its own domestic institutions according 10 its own 
judgment exclusively, is essential to that balance of pow- 
ers on which the perfection and endurance of our politi- 
cal fabric depends ; and we denounce the lawless iavai>ion 
by armed force of the soil of any State or Territory, no 
matter under what pretext, as among the graveat of 
crimes. 

5. That the present Democratic Administration has fai^ 
exceeded our worst apprehensions, in its measureless »ub- 
serviency to the exactions of a sectional interest, as e:^ 
pecially evinced in its desperate exertions to force the 
infamous Lecompton Constitution upon the protesting 
people of Kansas; in construing the personal relHtiuu 
between master and servant to involve an unqualitiud 
property in persons ; in its attempted entorcement, every- 
where, on land an<l sea, through the intervention of Con- 
gress and of the Federal Courts of the extreme preieu- 
sions of a purely local interest; and in its general ai<U 
unvarying abuse of tiie power intrusted to it by a confid- 
ing people. 

6. That the people justly view with alarm the reckless 
extravagance which pervades every department of Ute 
Federal Government; that a return to rigid economy 
and accountability is indispensable to arrest the syste- 
matic plunder of the public treasury by favored parti- 
sans; while the recent startling developments of frauds 
and corruptions at the Fe<leral metropolis, show that an 
entire change of administration is imperatively de- 
manded. 

7. I hat the new dogma that the Constitution, of its 
own force, carries Slavery into any or all of the Territo- 
ries of (he United States, is a dangerous political heresy, 
at variance with the explicit provisions of that instru- 
ment itself, with cotemporaneous exposition, and with 
legislative and judicial precedent; is revolutionary in its 
tendency, and subversive of the peace and harmony of 
the country. 

8. That the normal condition of all the territory of the 
United States is that of freedom: That as our Republican 
fathers, when V\ey had abolished Slavery in all our na- 
tional territory, ordained that "no person should be de- 
prived of life, liberty, or proper;y, without due proce^« 
of law," it becomes our duty, by legislation, whenever 
such legislation is necessary, to maintain this provision 
of the Con»<titution against alt attempta to violate it; and 
we deny the authority of Co ^ress, of a territorial iVgi* 
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lature, or of any indlvldnnls, to give lei^l existence to 
SiHvery in any Territory of the United States. 

9. Ttiat we brand the recent re-opening of the African 
slnve-trade, ander the cover of our national flag, aidod 
by perversions of judicial povrer, as a crime against hu- 
manity and a burning shame to our country and age ; 
and we ca 1 upon Congress to take prompt and efficient 
ine sures for the total and final suppression of that exe- 
crrib e traffic. 

10. That In the recent vetoes, by their Federal Gover- 
nors, of the acta of the Legislatures of Kansas and Nc- 
or:>0lca, prohibiting Slavery in those Territories, we find a 
IM'HCtical Ulustration of the bcasted Democratic princi- 
}>}e of Non Intervention and Popular Sovereignty embo- 
li led in the Kansas»Nebra9ka bill, and a demonstration 
of Mie deception and fraud involved therein. 

U. That Kansas should, of right, be immediately ad- 
mitted as a StHte under the Oonstitution recently formed 
and adopted by her people, and accepted by the House 
of Representatives. 

19. ThHt, while providing rerenue for the support of the 
General Government by duties upon imports, sound policy 
requires such an adjustment of these imposts as to en- 
courage the development of the industrial interests of the 
whole country : and we commend that policy of national 
exchange! wMch secures to the working men liberal 
WM«;es, to agriculture remunerating prices, to mechanics 
{tni manufacturers an adequate reward for their skill, 
labor, and enterprise, and to the nation commercial pros- 
perity and independence. 

IS. That we protest against any sale or alienation to 
ottiers of the Public Lands held by actual settlers, and 
against any view of the Homestead policy which regards 
the settlers as paupers or suppliants for public bounty ; 
a'xl we demand the passage by Congress of the complete 
and satisfactory Homestead measure which has already 
pa>txed the House. 

14. That the Republican Party is opposed to any change 
in our Naturalization Laws or any State legislation by 
which the rignts of citiienship hitherto accorded to immi- 
grants from foreign lands shall be abridged or impaired ; 
and in favor of giving a full and efficient protection to 
the riffhts of all classes of citizens, whether native or na- 
turalized, both at home and abroad. 

15. That appropriations by Congress for River and 
Harbor improvements of a National character, required 
for the accommodation and security of an existing com- 
merce, are authorised by the Constitution, and Justified 
by the obligations of Government to protect the lives and 
property of its citizens. 

16. That a Railroad to the Pacific Ocean Is imperatively 
demanded by the interests of the whole country; that 
the Federal Government ought to render immediate and 
efficient aid in its construction ; and that, as preliminary 
.thereto, a daily Overland Mail should be promptly 

established. 

17. Finally, having thns set forth our distinctive prin- 
ciples and views, we invite the coSperation of all citi- 
lens, however differing on other questions, who substan- 
tially agree with us in their affirmance and support. 

Oa the following day, Friday, May 18th, the 
Chair having announced that the naming of 
candidates for President was in order, Wm. 
M. Evarta, of New- York, named William H. 
Seward. 

Mr. Judd, of Illinois, named Abraham Lin- 
coln. Mr. Dudley, of New-Jersey, nominated 
Wni. L. Dayton. Gov. Reeder, of Pennsylva- 
vania, nominated Simon Cameron. Mr. Cart- 
ter, of Ohio, nominated Salmon P. Chase. 
Francis P. Blair, of Maryland, nominated Ed- 
ward Bates, of Missouri. 

Indiana seconded the nomination of Abraham 
Lincoln. Mr. Austin Blair, of Michigan, seconded 
the nomination of Mr. Seward ; so also did Carl 
Schurz, of Wisconsin, Mr. Worth, of Minnesota, 
and Mr. Wilder, of Kansas. 

Mr. Corwin, of Ohio, nominated Judge Mc- 
Lean. 

Mr. Delano, of Ohio, seconded the nomination 
of Mr. Lincoln, as did also one of the delegates 
from Iowa. 

The balloting then, proceeded, with the follow- 
ing result : 
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Maine 10 6 

New-Hampshire 1 T — 1 — — 

Vermont — — — — — 

Massachusetts. .21 4 

Rhode Island... 1 6 1 1 

Connecticut — 2 1— 7 2 

New-York 70 

New-Jersey.... 14 — 

Pennsylvania.. 1| 4 — 474 — 1 

Maryland 8 8 

Delaware 6 

Virginia 8 14— 1 

Kentucky 662 1—8—1 

Ohio — 8 4 — 84 

Indiana — 26 

Missouri 18 — — — 

Michigan 12 

Illinois — 22 

Texas.^ 4 2 

Wisconsin 10 

Iowa 22—111—1 

California 8 — — 

Minnesota 8 — — — 

Oregon 5 

TefrUorifg. 

Kansas fl — — — — — — — — — 

Nebraska 2 1— 1 2 

Dis. of Columbia 2 
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Total.... 178^102 8 50i48 12 1 49 14 1 1 10 
Whole number of votes, 465. Necessary to 
a choice, 233. 

The second ballot was then taken. 
Mr. Cameron^s name was withdrawn. 
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Maine 10 6 — — — — — — 

New-Hampshire 1 9 — — -f- — — — 

Vermont — 10 — — — — — — 

Massachusetts 22 4 — — — — — — 

Rhodelsland — 8 — — 2 8 — — 

Connecticut — 4 4 — — 2— 2 

New- York 7o — — — — — — — 

New-Jersey 4 — — — — — 10 — 

Pennsylvania 21 48 — 1 2* — — — 

Maryland 8— 8 — — — — — 

Delaware — 6 — — — — — • — 

Virginia 8 14— 1— — _ — 

Kentucky., 7 9 — — — 6 — — 

Ohio — 14 — — 8 29 — — 

Indiana — 26- — — — — — 

Missouri __18 — — — — — 

Michigan 12~ — — — — — — 

Illinois — 22 — — — — — — 

Texas. 6 — — — — — — — 

Wisconsin lo — — — — — __ 

Iowa 2 6 — — |^__ 

Gaiifornia 8 — — — — — — — 

Minnesota...... 8 — — — — — — — 

Oregon — — 5 — — — — — 

Kansas 6 — — — — — — — 

Nebraska 8 1 — — — 2 — — 

District of Columbia... 2— — — — — — — 



Total 1841181 86 2 8 42( 10 9 

The third ballot was taken amid excitement, 
and cries for "the ballot." Intense feeling 
existed during ^e voting, each vote being 
awaited in breathless silence and expectancy. 

The progress of the ballot was watched with 
most intense interest, especially toward the 
last, the crowd becoming silent as the contest 
narrowed down. The States, as called, voted aa 
follows : 

* Provlously withdrawn. 
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TBIB9 BALLOV. 
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£ n 6 5 a ft c* 

Ifftino 10 — — « — _ — 

New- Hampshire. 1 — — 9 — — — 

Vermont — — — 10 — — — 

MftMaeliusetts.... S — — 18 — — — 

Rhode Iflland.... 1 — 1 ft 1 — — 

Gonnectlcut 14 2 4 — — 1 

New-York 70 — — — _ _ __ 

New- Jersey 6 — — 8 — 1 — 

PeaDByivania....— — — 62 2 — — 

Maryland 2 — — 9 — _ — 

Delaware — — — 6 — — — 

Virginia 8 — — 14 — — — 

Kentacky « — 4 18 _ — _ 

Ohio — — IS 29 2 — — 

Indiana — — — 26 .. _ — 

Missouri — 18 — — — — — 

Michigan 12 — — — _ _ — 

Illinois — — — 22 — — — 

Texas 6 — — — — > — — 

Wisconsin 10 — — — — — — 

Iowa 2 — ^ 5^ -_ -. — 

California 6 — _ — — — — 

Minnesota 8 — _ .. _ _ — 

Oregon 1 — — 4 — _ — 

Territories. 

Kansas 6 — — — _» — _ 

Nebraska 8 — 2 1 — — — 

IMst of Columbia 2 — — ~ . _^ — 

180 22 24k 2811 5 11 

This gave Lincoln 281} votes, or within 2} of 
a nomination. 

Before the result was announced, Mr. Cart- 
ter, of Ohio, said — I rise, Mr. Chairman, to an- 
nounce the change of four votes from Ohio, 
from Mr. Chase to Abraham Lincoln. 

This announcement, giving Mr. Lincoln a 
majority, was greeted by the audience with the 
most enthusiastic and thundering applause. 

Mr. McCriilis, of Maine, making himself heard, 
said that the young giant of the West is now of 
age. Maine casts ibr him her 16 votes. 

Mr. Andrew, of Massachusetts, changed the 
vote of that State, giving 18 to Mr. Lincoln and 
8 to Mr. Seward. 

Mr. B. Gratz Brown, of Missouri, desired to 
change the 18 votes of Missouri to the gallant son 
of the West, Abraham Lincoln. Iowa, Con- 
necticut, Kentucky, and Minnesota also changed 
their votes. The result of the third ballot was 
announced : 

Whole number of votes cast 466 

Necessary to a choice i . ,> . 234 

Abraham Lincoln had received S64, and was 
declared duly nominated. 

On motion of Wra. M. Evarts, of New- York, 
seconded by Mr. Andrew, of Massachusetts, the 
nomination was then made unanimous. 

On motion of Mr. Evarts, of New-Tork, the 
Convention now took a recess till 5 o'clock, to 
afford time for consultation as to Vice-President 
^ At 6 o'clock the Convention reassembled, 
Ufitened to nominations, an<ithen proceeded to 
ballot. 

The following is a record of the ballotings for 
Vice-President : 

[NoT«. — Col. Fremont had sent a letter by one 
of the delegates from California, withdrawing 
his name from the list of candidates for Presi- 
dent. This letter was published before the 
meeting of the Convention.1 
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New-Hampshire...— — 

Vermont .— *— 

MaHsachusetts . . . . — 26 

Rhode IMand.. ..— — 

Connecticut 2 1 

New- York 9 4 

New-Jersey 1 — 

Pennpylvaoia... . 4^ 2^ 

l^laryland 2 — — 

Delaware 8 — — 

Virginia... 28 — — 

Kentucky 28 — — 

Indians 18 — — 

Missouri.... — 9 — 

Michifan. ........ 4 — . -~. 

Illinois 2—16 

^Visconsin 5 — — 

Iowa — 1 1 

California — — — 

Minnesota l .^ ... 

Oregon — 1 -- 

Te t iioriee. 

Nebrasica 1 — — 

DisUof Oolambia.. 2 — ~ 
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Total l4iU 88^51 68 194 1 

Total 461. Necessary to a choice, 282. 
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m MCOHO BJklXOT. 

Stfiiet. HumHii. Clay. Hicliman. 

Maine 16 — — 

New-Hamp^diire 10 — — 

Vermont 10 — — 

Massachusetts 26 — — 

Rhode Island 8. — — 

Connecticut 10 — 8 

New-York 70 — — 

New-Jersey 14 — — 

Pennsylvania 54 — — 

Maryland 10 1 — 

Delaware 6 — — 

Virginia , — 28 — 

Kentuclcy — 28 

Ohio 46 — — 

Indiana 12 14 — 

Missouri 18 6 _ 

Michigan 8 4 — 

Iltinois... 20 2 — 

Texas — 6 — 

Wisconsin 55 — 

Iowa 8 — — 

California T 1 — 

Minnesota 7 1 — 

Oregon 8 — 2 

Kansas 2 18 

Nebraska — — 6 

District of Oolumbta 2 — >- 

Total 86T 86 18 

Massachusetts withdrew tl>e name of Hr. 
Banks, and cast 26 votes for Mr. Hamlin. 

Pennsylvania withdrew th« name of Gov. 
Reeder, and cast 54 votes for Mr. Hamlin. 

On motion of Mr. Blakey, of Kentucky, the 
nomination was made nnanimous. 

Mr. J. R. Giddings, of Ohio^ offered and the 
Conventioo adopted the following : 

S€9ol9^t That we deeply synq^thlse witk t&oee men 
who have been driven, some Arom their naUve Slates and 
ethers fi om the States of their adoption, and are now 
exiled from their homes on account of thtir opinions ; 
and we hold the Democratic party responsible for the 
irostr violations of that daose of the Constitation which 
declares that citixens of each State shall be entitled to 
all the privileges and immunities of citizens of th« 
several States. 
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Mr. Asliraun made a brief speech, and the 
Convention adjourned Hne cUe, with nine hearty 
cheers for the ticket. 

NATIONAL REPUBLICAN COMMITTEE. 

The Convention previous to its adjournment 
made choice of the following gentlemen as the 
National Committee for the next four years: 

Maine — OHAaLBS J. Gilmak. Brunswick. 
HMc-IlimpHhAt't—QiWiBQK 6. Fogg, Concord. 
Vermont — Lawrrrcb Brainaro, St. Albans. 
Ma«iiai:huMeU6—^oisL» Z. Goodrich, Stockbiidge. 
BJuxU IiiUind — Thomas G. Turmkb, Providenoe. 
OonnectictU — Gideon Wbixbs, Hartford. 
2^etD- York — Edwin D. Morgan, Albany. 
2few-Jerhey — Denning Ddkr, n. Y. City. 
PemnHyUoania — ^Edward McPhbrsom, Gettysburg 
Delaware — Nathaniel B. Smithbrs, Dover. 
Maryland — James F. Waoner, BalUmore. 
Vii-gitiia — Alfred Caldwell, Wheeling. 
Ohio — Thomas Spoonbr, Reading, Hamiltoo Co. 
Indiana — Solomon Meredith, Centerville. 
lUiuovi — Norman B. Judd, Cmcago. 
Miohigan — Austin Blair, Jackson. 
Wiaoonain—CxBX. Schurz, Milwaukee. 
Iowa — Andrew J. Stevens, Des Moines. 
Minnesota — John McKxtsick, Stillwater. 
Miesoari — Asa S. Jones, St. Louis. 
jffenitfcifcy— Cassius M. Clay, Whitehall. 
CaliJbmiOr—l}. W. Chessman, OrovUle. 
Oregon — W. Frank Johnson, Oregon City. 
Kansas — William A. Puilups, Lawrence. 
JSfebrcuika — 0. H. Irish, Nebraska City. 
DUL o/Oolumbiay Joseph Gbeuardt, Washington. 

At a meeting held in Chicago, May 18th, 
1850, tlie Comuiittee organized by choosing the 
Hon. E. D. Morgan, of New- York, Chairman, 
and George G. Fogg, of New-Hampshire, Secre- 
tary. Siiosequently, the following persons were 
constituted tlie Executive Committee: 

K D. Moroan, of New-Tork. 
Gideon Welles, of Connecticut. 
N. a Judd, of Illinois. 
Carl Schoez, of Wisconsin. 
John Z. Goodrich, of Massachusetts. 
Denning Duer, of New-Jersey. 
' Geo. G. F0GM3, of New-Hampshire. 



CONSTITUTIONAL UNION CONVENTION— 

1860. 

A Convention of Delegates, coming from 
twenty States, and claiming to represent the 
** Constitutional Union Party,*' met at Baltimore 
on the 9th of May, and nominated for President 
John Bell, of Tennessee, and for Vice-President 
Edward Everett, of Massachusetts. The ballot- 
ings for President resulted as follows : 

iBl. Sd. Irt. 2d. 

John Bell, 69| 188 Bdward Everett,.. 26 %\ 

Sara. Ilnoston,.. . 57 <W Wm. L. Goggln,. . . 8 — 

John M . Botts, ... 9i 7 Wm. A. Graham, . . 2d 18 

John McLean,.... 21 1 Wm. L. Sharkey, . . 7 84 

J. J. Ciittendea, ..28 1 Wm. C. Rives, ... IS •>- 

Necesiiary to a choice, 1st ballot, 128 ; second 
ballot, 127. 

The nomination of Mr. Bell was thereupon 
made unanimous. 

Mr. Everett was unanimously nominated for 
Vice-President. 

The (Joiiventioa adopled the following as 
their 

PLATTQBM. 

WhsreaSj Experience has demonstrated that Plat- 
fbrms adopted by the partisan Conventions of the 
country have had the effect to mislead and deceive the 
people, and ai the same tim« to widen the political 
divisions of the country, by the creation aad encourage- 
meni of geographical and sectional partiea ; therefore, 



Reeolced^ That It Is both the part of patriotism and 
of duty to recogniee no political principle other than 
THE Constitution of the Countbt, thk Umon or tbb 
States and tmk ENroRCKitRMT op thk Laws, and that, 
as representatives of the Constitutional Union men of 
the country in National Convention assembled, wo 
hereby pledge ourselves to maintain, protect and de- 
fend, separately and unitedly, these great principles ot 
public liberty and national safety, against all enemies 
at home and abroad, beLeving that thereby peace may 
once more be restored to the country, the rights of the 
People and of the States reestablished, and the Govern 
ment again placed in that condition, of Justice, fraternity 
and equality, which, under the example and Constitution 
of our fathers, has solemly bound every citizen of the 
United States to maintain a more perfect union, estab- 
lish Justice, insare domestic tranquillity, provide for 
the common defense, promote the general welfare, and 
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our 
posterity. 

DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION— 1860. 

A Democratic National Convention assembled 
at Charleston, S. C, on the 23d of April, 1860, 
with full delegations present from every State 
in the Union, and double delegations from 
Illinois and New-York. One of the New- York 
delegations was elected by the State Nominating 
Convention which met at Syracuse the preced- 
ing autumn ; while its rival was elected by 
districts, and led by Fernando Wood, Mayor iS 
the commercial emporium. From Illinois, one 
of the delegations was favorable to Senator 
Douglas, and the other opposed to that gentle- 
man. Ticl<ets of admission were given by the 
National Committee to the former or "Soft" 
Delegation from New York, thus deciding, so 
I'ar as their power extended, against the Wood 
or *^ Hard'* contestants, who were understood 
to be opposed to the nomination of Douglas. 

Francis B. Floui-noy, of Arkansas, was cho- 
sen temporary chairman, and the Convention 
opened with an angry and stormy debate on the 
question of the disputed seats. Mr. Fisher, of 
Va,, presented a protest from Mayor Wood, 
on behalf of his delegation, against their 
exclusion from the Hall. The reading of the 
protest was ruled out of order, and, after a 
wrangling debate, committees were appointed 
on Permanent Organization and Credentials, 
and the communication of Mayor Wood was 
referred without reading to the latter. 

On the following day, the Committee on 
Organization reported the name of Caleb Cush- 
ing, of Mass., for President, with one Vice- 
President and one Secretary from each State, 
which report was adopted. They also reported 
a rule ** that in any State in which it has not 
*'*' been provided or directed by it-s State Con- 
**vention how its vote may be given, the 
*^ Convention will recognize the right of each 
** delegate to cast his individual vote." Which 
was also adopted. 

A Committee on Resolutions and Platform 
was now appointed ; and it was voted that no 
ballot for President and Vice-President should 
be taken till after the adoption of a Platform. 
A^iourned. 

On the following day, the only progress made 
by the Convention was the settlement of the 
question of contested seats, by confirming the 
sitting delegates; that is, the "Softs" from 
New-York, and the Douglas men from IllinoiA. 
On the 26th, no progress was made, though 
th3re was much angry debate and many threat*) 
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of bolting on the part of delegates from the 
Cotton States, unles-s their views in regard to 
Platform should be adopted. 

On the 27th, the Platlbrm Committee, failing 
to agree, presented an assortment of Platforms, 
from which* the Convention was expected to 
make its selection. The majority report, pre- 
sented by Mr. Avery, of ^. C, was as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved^ That the Platform adopted at Cincinnati be 
affirmed, with the following resolution : 

That the National Democracy of the United States 
hold these cardinal principles on the 8|ibject of Slavery 
in the Territories : First, that Congress has no power to 
abolish Slavery in the Territories ; second, that the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature has no power to abolish Slavery in 
the Territories, nor to prohibit the introduction of slaves 
therein, nor any power to destroy or impair the right of 
property in slaves by any legislation whatever. 

Resolved^ That the enactments of State Legislatures 
to defeat the faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave 
Law are hostile in character, subversive of the Constitu- 
tion, and revolutionary in their effects. 

Resolved, That it is the duty of the Federal Govern- 
ment to protect the rights of pei-son and property on the 
high seas, in the Territories, or wherever else its Jurisdic- 
tion extends. 

Reaolced, That it is the duty of the Government of 
the United States to afford protection to naturalized 
citizens from foreign countries. 

Resolved, That it is the duty of the Government of 
the United States to acquire Cuba at the earliest prac- 
ticable moment. 

The principal minority report, which was pre- 
sented by Mr. Henry B. Payne, of Ohio, and 
signed by the members of the committee 
from Maine. New-Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode 
Island, Connecticut, New-Jersey, Ohio, Indiunn, 
Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, Iowa, Minnesota, 
New-York, and Pennsylvania, (all the Free 
Slates except California, Oregon, and Massachu- 
setts), reaffirmed the Cincinnati Platform ; de- 
clared that all rights of property are judicial in 
their character, and that the Democracy pledge 
themselves to deter to the decisions of the 
Supreme Court on the subject ; ample protec- 
tion to citizens, native or naturalized, at home 
or abroad; aid to ** a Pacific Railroad;" the 
acquisition of Cuij.i, »hk1 that oil State re^istance 
to the Fugitive Slave L:iw is revolutionary and 
subversive of the Constitution. 

Gen. Benj. F. Butler, of Massachusetts, pre- 
sented another minority report, reaffirming the 
Cincinnati Platform, nnd declaring Democratic 
principles unchangeaible in their nature when 
applied to the same subject matter, and only 
recommending, in addiiion to the Cincinuaii 
Platform, a resolution for the protection of all 
citizens, whether native or naturalized. 

Mr. Payne stated that his report, although a 
minority one, represented one hundred and 
seventy-two electoral votes, while the majority 
report represented only one hundred and 
twenty-seven electoral votes. 

Mr. James A. Bayard (U. S. Senator), of Dela- 
ware, presented another series of resolutions, as 
follows : 

The first affirmed the Cincinnati Platform. 

The second declared that Territorial Govern- 
ments are provisional and temporary, and that 
during their existence all citizens of the United 
States have an equal right to settle in the Terri- 
tories without their rights of either person or 
property being destroyed or impaired by Con- 
gressional or Territorial legislation. 

The third, that it is the duty of the Govern- 



ment to protect the rights of persons or pro* 
perty on the high seas, in the Territories, or 
wherever else its constitutional authority ex- 
tends. 

The fourth that, when the settlers in a Terri- 
tory have adequate population to form a State 
Constitution, the right of Sovereignty com- 
mences, and, being consummated by their ad- 
mission into the Union, they stand upon an 
equal footing with the citizens of other States, 
and that a State thus organized is to be admit- 
ted into the Union, Slavery or no Slavery. 

The day was spent in fierce debate, without 
coming to a vote on any of these various propo- 
sitions. 

On the 28th, Senator Wm. Bigler, of Penn- 
sylvania, moved that the majority and minority 
reports be recommitted to the Convention, with 
instructions to report in an hour, the following 
resolutions : 

Resolved, That the Platform adopted by the Demc- 
cratic party at Cincinnati be affirmed, with the following 
explanatory resolution : 

Resolved, That the Government of a Territory, or- 
ganized by an act of Congress, is provisional and tempo- 
rary, and, during its existence, all citizens of the United 
States have an equal right to settle in the Territory, 
without their rights, either of person or property, be.ug 
deotroyed or impaired by Congressional or Teniturial 
Legislation. 

Resolved, That the Democratic party stands pledged 
to the doctrine that it is the duty of Government to 
maintain all the constitutional rights of property, of 
whatever kind, in the Territories, and to enforce all the 
decisions of the Supreme Court in reference thereto 

Resolved, That it is the duty of the United States to 
afford ample and complete protection to all its citizens, 
whtfther at home or abroad, and whether native or 
foreign. 

Resolved, That one of the necessities of the age, in a 
military, commercial and postal point of view, is speedy 
communlcatiou between the Atlantic and Pacific States; 
and the Democratic Party pledge such Constitiit.onai 
Government aid as will insure the construction of a 
railroad to the Pacific coast at the earliest practical 
period. , 

Resolved, That the Democratic Party are in favor of 
the acquisition of the Island of Cuba, on such terms as 
shall be honor&ble to ourselves and just to Spain. 

Resolved, That the enactments of State Legislatures 
to defeat the faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave 
Law, are hostile in character, subversive of the Consti- 
tution, and revolutionary in their effect. 

Mr. Bigler moved the previous question. 

Mr. W. Montgomery (M. C), of Pennsylvania, 
moved to lay Mr. Bigler's motion on the table. 
He did not regard as a compromise a proposi- 
tion for a Congressional Slave Code and the 
reopening of the African Slave Trade ; but, 
learning that the adoption of his motion would 
have the effect of tabling the whole subject, he 
withdrew it. A division of the question was 
called for, and the vote was first taken on the 
motion to recommit, which was carried, 152 to 
151; but the proposition to instruct the com- 
mittee was laid on the table, 242^ to 5C^, as 
follows : 

Ybab.— Maine, 8; New-Hampshire, 6; Vermont, 5; 
Blassacbusetts, 12^; Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 5; 
New-York, 85 ; Pennsylvania, 8 ; Delaware, 8 ; 5Iary- 
land, 5^ ; Virginia, 15 ; North Carolina, 10 ; South Caro- 
lina, 8; Georgia, 10; Florida, 8; Alabama, 9; Louisi- 
ana, 6; Mississippi, 7 ; Texas, 4; Arkansas, 4; Missouri, 
4; Kentucky, 5; Ohio, 28; Indiana, 13; Illinois, U; 
Michigan, 6; Iowa, 4; Minnesota, 4; California, 8i— 

242K 

Nats.— Massachusetts, i; Connecticut, 1 ; New-Jersey, 
7; Pennsylvania, 15; Maryland, 2^; ftlissouri, 9; Ten- 
nessee, 11 ; Kentucky, 7 ; Indiana, 6 ; Wisconsin, 5 ; 
California, i ; Oregon, 8— 56i. 

Subsequently, on the same day, Mr. Avery, 
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from the majority of the Committee on Platform, 
reported the following : 

Resolvedy That the platform adopted by the Democratic 
party at Cincinnati be aflirmed, with the following ex- 
planatory Resolutions : 

MraU That the government of a Territory organized by 
an act of Congress, is provisional and temporary ; and, 
during its existence, all citizens of the United States have 
an equal right to settle with their property in the Territory 
without their rights, either of person or property, being des- 
troyed or Impaired by congressional or territoriid legislation. 

Seoond. That it is the duty of the Federal Government, 
In aU its departments, to protect, when necessary, the 
rights of persons and property in the Territories, and 
wherever else its constitutional authority extends. 

Third. That when the settlers in a Territory having an 
adequate population form a State Constitution, the right 
of sovereignty commences, and, being consummated by 
admission into the Union, they stand on an equal foot- 
ing with the people of other States ; and the State thus 
organized ought to be admitted Into the Federal Union, 
whether its constitution prohibits or recognizes the institu- 
tion of Slavery. 

Jburth. That the Democratic party are in favor of the 
acquisition of the Island of Cuba, on such terms as shall 
be honorable to ourselves and Just to Spain, at the earliest 
practicable moment. 

Fifth. That the enactments of State legislatures to de- 
feat the faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave Law, are 
hostile in character^ subversive of the Constitution, and 
revolutionary in then: effect. 

Sia^. That the Democracy of the United States recog- 
nize it as the imperative duty of this Government to pro- 
tect the naturalized citizen in all his rights, whether at 
home or in foreign lands, to the same extent as its native- 
bom citlsens. 

WhsrecUf one of the greatest necessities of the age, in a 
political, commercial, postal and military point of view, is 
a speedy communication between the Pacific and Atlan- 
tic coasts : Therefore be it 

Resolved^ That the Democratic party do hereby pledge 
themselves to use every means in their power to secure the 
passage of some bill, to the extent of the constitutional 
siuthority of Congress, for the construcfion of a Pacific 
Railroad, flrom the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean, 
at the earliest practicable moment. 

Mr. Avery took the floor, and epoke at length 

in favor of his report, and iu the course of his 

liMnsirks said : 

I have stated that we demand at the hands of our 
Nortliem brethren upon this floor that the great principle 
which we cherish should be recognized, and in that view I 
Hpeak the common sentiments of our constituents at home ; 
and I intend no reflection upon those who entertain a differ- 
ent opinion, when I say that the results and ultimate conse- 
quences to the Southern States of this confederacy, if the 
Papular Sovereignty doctrine be adopted as the doctrine 
of the Democratic party, would be as dangerous and sub- 
vei^ve of their rights as the adoption of the principle of 
Congressional intervention or prohibition. We say that, in 
a contest for the occupation of the Territories of the United 
States, the Southern men encumbered with slaves cannot 
compete with the Emigrant Aid Society at the North. We 
say that the Emigrant Aid Society can send a voter to one 
of the Tenitorids of the United States, to determine a 
question relating to slavery, for the sum of $200, while it 
would cost the Sk>uthern man the sum of $1500. We say, 
then, t^at wherever there is competition between the 
South and North, that the North can and will, at less ex- 
pense and difficulty, secure power, control and dominion 
ever the Territories of the Federal Government ; and if, 
then, you establish the doctrine that a Territorial Legisla- 
ture which may be established by Congress In any Terri- 
tory has the right, directly or indirectly, to affect the insti- 
tution of Slavery, then you can see that the Legislature by 
its action, either directly or indirectly, may finally ex- 
clude every ^lan from the 6laveholding States as ef- 
fectually as if you had adopted the Wllmot Proviso out 
and out. .... 

But we are told that, in advocating the doctrine we now 
do, we are violating the principles of the Cincinnati plat- 
form. They say that the Cincinnati platform is a Popular 
Sovereignty platform ; that it was intended to present and 
practically enforce that great principle. Now, we who 
made ttis report deny that this is the true construction of 
^e Cincinnati platform. We of the South say that when 
we voted for the Cincinnati platform we understood, from 
the fact that the Territories stand in the same position as 
the District of Columbia, that non-interference and non- 
intervention in the Territories was that same sort of non- 
hiterference and non-intervention forbidden in the Dis- 



trict of Columbia. Now, we maintain that Coiigrew has 
no right to prohibit or abolish Slavery in the District of 
Columbia. Why ? Because it is an existing institution. 
It becomes the duty of Congress under the Constitution to 
protect and cherish the right of property in slaves in that 
District, because the Constitution does not give them Uie 
power to prohibit or establish Slavery. Every session of 
Congress, Northern men. Southern men, iden of all par- 
ties, are legislating to protect^ cherish and uphold the insti- 
tution of Slavery in the Dlstnct of Columbia 

It is said that the Cincinnati platform is ambiguous, and 
that we must explain It. At the South, we have mala* 
tained that it had no ambiguity; that it did not mean 
Popular Sovereignty ; but our Northern friends say that 
it does mean Popular Sovereignty. Now, if we are 
going to explain it and to declare its principles, I say 
let us either declare them openly, boldly, squarely, 
or let us leave it as it is in the Cincinnati Platform. I 
want, and we of the South want, no more doubtful plat- 
forms upon this or any other question. We desire that 
this Convention should take a bold, square stand. What 
do the minority of the committee propose ? Their solution 
is to leave the question to the decision of the Supreme 
Court, and agree to abide by any decision that may be 
made by that tribunal between the citizens of a Territory 
upon the subject. Why, gentlemen of the minority, you 
cannot help yourselves. That is no concession to us. 
There is no necessity for putting that in the platform, be- 
cause I take it for granted that you are all law-abiding 
citizens. Every gentleman here from a non-slaveholdlng 
State is a law-abiding citizen ; and if he be so, why we 
know that when there is a decision of the Supreme Court, 
even adverse to his views, he will submit to it 

You say that this is a judicial question. We say that 
it is not. But if it be a jucUcial question, it is immaterial to 
you how the platform is made, because all you will have to 
say is, " this is a judicial question ; the majority of the Con- 
vention were of one opinion ; I may entertain my own opin- 
ion upon the question ; let the Supreme Court setUe it." . . 

Let us make a platform about which there can be no 
doubt, so that every man, North and South, may stand 
side by side on all Issues connected with Slavery, and ad- 
vocate the same principles. That is all we ask. All we 
demand at your hands is, that there shall be no equivoca- 
tion and no doubt In the popular mind as to what our 
principles are. 

Mr. H. B. Payne, of Ohio, replied at length, 
and, in the course of his argument, said : 

The question of Slavery had distracted the Courts and 
the party since 1820, and we hoped by the Compromise 
measures of 1850, the Kansas law of 1854, and the Plat- 
form of 1852 and 1856, that the policy of the Democratic 
party was a united and settled policy in respect to Afri- 
can slavery The Democracy of the North 

have, throughout, stood by the South in vindication of 
their constitutional rights. For this they claim no 
credit. They have simply discharged their constitutional 
duty; and, though some Southern Senators may rise in 
their places and stigmatize us as unsound and rotten, we 
say we have done it in good faith, and we challege contra- 
diction. We have supposed that this doctrine of Popular 
Sovereignty was a final settlement of th,e Slavery difficulty. 
You so understood it in the South. Wfe are not claiming 
anything in our Platform but what the Cincinnati Platform 
was admitted to have established. .... 

What was the doctrine of 1856? Non-intervention by 
Congress with the question of Slavery, and the submission- 
of the question of Slavery in the Territories, under the 
Constitution, to the People. 

It is said that one construction has been given to the 
Platform at the South and another at the North. He 
could prove from the Congressional debates that from 
1850 to 1856 there was not a dissenting opinion expressed- 
in Congress on this subject. 

To show that Squatter Sovereignty had been 
generally accepted as the true Deoaocratic doc- 
trine, Mr. Payne quoted from eminent Southern 
Democratic Statesmen as follows : 

rROM A 8PKBGH OF HOIT. HOWELL COBB, OF QBORQIA. 

" I stand upon a principle. I hold that the will of the* 
majority of the people of Kansas should decide this 
question, and I say here to-night, before this people and< 
before this country, that I, for one, shall abide the deci- 
sion of the people there. I hold to the right of the People 
to self-government. I am willing for them to decide this 
question." 

FROM THB 8AVB. 

"I would not plant Slavery upon the soil of any por- 
tion of Qod*s earth against the will of the people. Th« 
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Government of the United States should not force the 
iDstitutioD of Slavery upon the people either of the 
* Territories,* or of the States against the will of the peo- 
ple, though my voice could bring about that result." 

FROX A 8PBKCH OP VXGB-PRB8IDBHT BBBCKniRIDaS. 

" But those who hold that the Territorial Legislaturd 
^nnot pass »law prohibiting Slavery, admit that, unless 
the Territorial Legislature pass laws for its protection, 
Slavery will not go there. Therefore, practically, a 
majority of the people represented in the Territorial 
Legislature decides the question. Whether they decide 
it by prohibiting it, according to the one doctilne, or by 
refusing to pass laws to protect it, as contended for by 
the other party, is immaterial. The minority of the peo^ 
pie, by the action of the Territorial Leg^lature, will 
decide the question, and all moat abide the dedsion when 
wad*.** 

pxoM TBI sm. 

" But if non-intervention by Congress be the principle 
that underlies the Compromise of i860, then the prohibi- 
tion of 18i!0, being inconsistent with that principle, should 
be removed, and perfect non-intervention thus be estab- 
lished by law. 

" Among many misrepresentations sent to the country 
by some of the enemies of this bill, perhaps none to more 
flagrant, than the charge that it proposes to legislate 
Slavery into Nebraska and Kansas. Sir, if the bill con- 
tained such a feature it would not receive my vote. The 
right to establish involves the correlative right to prohi- 
bit, and, denying both, I would vote for nei^er." 

PROM THK 8A1IX. 

'* Upon the distracting question of domestic Slavery, 
their position is clear. The whole power of the Demo- 
cratic organisation is pledged to the following proposi- 
tions : That Congress shall not interpose upQn this sub- 
ject in the States, in the Territories, or in the District of 
Columbia ; that the people of each Territory shall deter- 
mine the question for themselves, and be admitted into 
the Union upon a footing of perfect equality with the 
original States, without discrimination on account of the 
allowance or prohibition of Slavery." 

PROM A BPBKCH BT H05. JAMBS L. ORR, OP 8. 0. 

** Now, I admit that there is a difference of opinion 
-amongst Democrats as to whether this feature of Squat- 
ter Sovereignty be in the bill or not. But the great point 
upon which the Democratic party at Cincinnati rested 
was, that the government of the Territories had been 
transferred from Congress, and, carrying out the spirit 
and genius of our institutions, had been given to tiie 
people of the Territories." 

PROM A SPiCBCH BT HOV. A. H. 8TBPHBN8, OP OfeOROIA. 

" The whole question of Slavery or No Slavery was to 
be left to the people of the Territories, whether North 
or South of S6* 80', or any other line. The question was 
to be taken out of Congress, where it had been impro- 
perly thrust from the beginning, and to be left to the 
people concerned in the matter to decide for themselves. 
This, I say, was the position originally held by the South 
when the Missouri Restriction was at first proposed. The 
principle upon which that position rests, lies at the very 
foundation of all our Republican institutions : it is that 
the citixens of every distinct and separate community 
or State should have the right to govern themselves in 
their domestic matters as they please, and that they 
should be free from intermeddling restriction and 
arbitrary dictation on such matters, firom any otJher 
Power or Government, in which they have no voice." 

Mr. Payne continued. But for consuming time, he 
could read for half an hour, to show that every eminent 
Southern man had held the same opinion on ttie doctrine 
of popular sovereignty. 

Mr. Payne would read from the Cincinnati Platform 
to show what it laid down. All should be familiar 
with it : 

** The American Democracy recognlEe and adopt the 
principles contained in the organic laws, establishing the 
Territories of Kansas and Nebraska as embodying the 
only sound and safe solution of the * Slavery Question * 
upon which the great National Idea of the People of this 
whole country can repose in its determined conserva- 
tism of the IJnion— non-interference by Congress with 
Slavery in State and Territory, or in the District of 
Columbia." 

They nominated Mr. Buehanan on that Platfbrm, 
agreed on by the representatives of every State iu the 
Union, as the official record would show. There was not 
one dissenting voice in the whole list of States. In cast- 
ing the vote of North Carolina, his friend, Mr. Avery, 



then acting as Chairman of his Delegation, and nowpr«> 
senting the majority report aunonnced : 

" North Carolina gives ten votes for the Platfor^li »ll4 
will give ten thousand majority in November." 

In bis letter of acceptance, Mr. Buchanan, in kn em- 
phatic and clear manner, thus expressed his views of 
this Platform: 

^ The recent legislation of Congress respecting domes- 
tic Slavery, derived, as it has been, from the original 
and pure fountain of legitimate political power, the will 
of the majority, promises, ere long, to allay the danger- 
ous excitement. This legislation is founded on princi- 
ples as ancient as Free government itself, and in accord- 
ance with them has simply declared that the people of a 
TNTttorVy like those of a State^ ehall deoiaefor Ihitn^ 
eeluee. whether Slavery shall or ehall not emiet wUMn 
their limits." 

Mr. Payne had extracts yet behind of speeches firom 
Stephens, of Georgia, one of the most distinguished States- 
men of the South — from Mr. Benjamin, of Lonisianti^- 
Mason, of Virginia — more qualified, he admitted, but 
still emphatic. The Senator from Delaware, too, Mr.- 
Bayard, had fUlly indorsed the doctrine of Popular 
Sovereignty. 

So had Mr. Badger, of North Carolina, and Judge 
Butler of South Carolina. Mr. Hunter of Virginia, cer- 
tainly one of the wisest and purest statesmen whidi the 
Democracy now numbers amongst her leaders in the 
land—he, also, says that the people shall have the rig^t 
to decide on all questions relating to their domestic 
institutions. In his speech, he used these words, almost 
identical with the Platform of the minority : 

^* The bill provides that the Legislatures of these Ter- 
ritories shall have power to legislate over all rightful 
subjects of legislation consbtently with (he Constltation. 
And, if they should assume powers which are thought to 
be inconsistent with the Constitution, the Courts will de- 
cide that question whenever it may be ra sed. There is 
a difference of opinion among the friends of tils measure 
as to the extent of the limits which the Constitution Im- 
poses upon the Territorial Legislatures. Tliis bill pro- 
poses to leave these differences to the decision of tne 
Courts. To that tribunal I am willing to leave this deci- 
sion, 83 it was once before proposed to be left by the 
celebrated Compromise of the Senator from Delaware." 

Ue also read an extract of a similar character troxa a 
speech by Mr. Toombs, of Georgia, one of the boldest 
men on the floor of the American benate, taking ground 
in favor of non-intervention by Congress. 

Need he accumulate these extracts to show that not a 
s'ngle statesman who has figured in Congress, of late 
years, but has taken this high ground? 

Mr. Samuels, of Iowa, presented the follow- 
ing report on behalf of the minority of the 
Platform Committee : 

1. Heeolved^ That we, the Democracy of the Union, in 
Convention assembled, hereby declare bur affirmance of 
the resolutions unanimously adopted and declared as a 
platform of principles by the Democratic Convention at 
Cincinnati, in tlie year 1S56, believing that Democratic 
principles are unchangeable in their nature, when ap* 
plied to the same subject matters ; and we recommend 
as the only further resolutions the following : 

Inasmuch as differences of opinion exist in the Demo- 
cratic Party as to the nature and extent of the powers 
of a Territorial Legislature, and as to .the powers and 
duties of Congress, under the Constitution of the United 
States, over the institution of Slavery within the Terri> 
tories: 

2. Resolmed^ That the Democratic Party will abide by 
the decisions of tiie Supreme Court of the United States 
on the questions of Constitutional law. 

8. Resolved^ That it is the duty of the United SUtes 
to afford ample and complete protection to all Its citi- 
zens, whether at home or abroad, and whether native or 
foreign. 

4 Jitaoleed, That one of the necessities of the age, \n 
a military, commercial, and postal point of view, is 
speedy communication between the Atlantic and Pa<dflc 
States ; and the Democratic Party pledge such Constitu- 
tional Government aid as will insure the construction of 
a railroad to the Pacific coast, at the earliest practlcabU 

period. 

6. Heaotvedf That the Democratic party are in favor 
of the acquisition of the Island of Cuba, on such terms 
as shall be honorable to ourselves and just to Spain. 

6. Besolmed^ That the enactments of State Legisiatnree 
to defeat the faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave 
Law, are hostile in character, subversive of the Comtl- 
ttttion, and revolutionary In their effect. 

Gen. Butler, of Mas8achuaetta, again reported 
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(as a minority) the Cincidnati Platform without 
alteration. 

It was eyident, even before the report 
df the majority was presented, that it would 
not be sustained by the Convention, though the 
Free-State majority evinced not only willing- 
ness but anxiety to conciliate their Southern 
brethren at any sacrifice not absolutely ruinous. 

The majority of the Convention, confident of 
their power to reject the majority report, were 
%nxious for a vote ; but the minority seemed 
determined to stave off definite action for that 
day, and carried their point by a system cur- 
rently termed ^* filibustering,*' which would have 
done no discredit to the House of Representa^ 
tives at Washington. The confusion and hub- 
bub which prevailed may be comprehended 
perhaps, by the following extract from the offi- 
cial report of the proceedings : 

Mr. Bigler obtained the floor, aa< desired to suggest 
to the Coaventioo that, by common consent, and wilboat 
any farther struggle, they should adjourn. (Cries of " I 
•bject I'» " I object !'^} 

Mr. Hunter, of Louisiana. — ^I appeal to my Democratic 
fHends of the South and my Democratie friends from all 

parts of the Union (Cries of " order I»' " order I" and 

the greatest disorder previdling In the HalL) 

The President — ^The Chair begs leaye, once for all, to 
state— and the Chair entreats the Convention to listen to 
this declaration— that it is physically impossible for the 
Chair to a» on in a contest with six hundred men as to 
who shalrcry out loudest ; and unless the Convention 
will come to order, and gentlemen take their places and 
proceed in order, the Ohair will feel bound in duty to 
the Convention as well as to himself, to leave the chiUr. 
(Applause.) The Chair will wait to see whether it is pos- 
sible to have order in the House. 

Mr. Samuels, of Iowa, appealed to the Gbnvention to 
listen to a proposition of Mr. Hunter of Louisiana. 

The President. — The Chair will entertain no motion 
until the Convention is restored to order, and when that 
is done, the Chair desires to make another suggestion to 
the Convention. The Chair has already stated that it is 
physically Impossible for him to go on with the business 
of the Convention, so long as one-half of the members 
are upon their feet and engaged in clamor of one sort or 
viother. The Chair begs leave to repeat that he knows 
rat one remedy for such disorder, and that is for your 
residing officer to leave the chair. He, of course, 
Tonld deeply regret that painAil necessity ; but it would 
e a less evU than that this incessant conftision and dis- 
•rder, presenting such a spectacle to the people of South 
Carolina, should continue to prevail in Uiis most honor- 
able body of so many respectable gentlemen of the high- 
est standing in the community, engaged in debat^and 
deliberation 
fApplause.) 



of the original resolatioo proyoeed by the gentlemaa 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. Butier^s Platform affirms the Cincinnati 
Platform, and adds a resolution for the protec- 
tion of citizens abroad. 

States on Mr. Butler^ 
result ; 'yeaa 106, nayt 



taken by 
foUowing 



upon the dearest interests of the country. 



It was finally agreed that the vote should be 
aken the next day — or rather the following 
jlonday, and the Convention adjourned. 

On Moudav the 80th, the President stated the 
question as follows : . 

The Conventloa w\p remember that, la the first 
place, the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Avery) 
nported the resolations of the majority of the commit- 
tee. Thereupon the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. Samuels) 
moved an amendment to these resolutions, by striking 
oat ail after the word ** resolved,*^ and to insert the 
resotttUons proposed by him, in behalf of a portion of 
minority of the oommittee. After whieb, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. Butler) moved, in behalf of an- 
other portion of the minority committee, to amend the 
amendment, by striUag out all after the word ** re- 
wived,*' and Inserting the proposition proposed by him 
<m behalf of that minority. The first question will 
be, therefore, upon the amendment moved by the gen- 
tleman from Massaehusette (Mr. Butler). If that amend- 
ment falls, the Convention will then oome to a vote upon 
the amendment moved by the gentlemaa from Iowa 
(Mr. Samuels). If, however, the amendment of Mr. 
Butler prevails, then that amendment will have taken 
the place of the amendment moved by Mr. Samuels, and 
the naxt question will be i^on substitattof it ia Um place 

3 



Ttie vote was then 
amendment, with the 
198: 

Fmm— Maine, 8 ; Massachusetu, 8 ; Connecticut, 91 ; 
New-Jersey, 5 ; Pennsylvania, 16| ; Delaware, 8; Mary- 
land, 6^ ; Virginia, 12i ; North Carolina, 10; Georgia, 10; 
Missouri, 41; Tennessee, 11 ; Kentucky, 9; Minnesota, 
1^ Oregon, 8—105. 

Aay«— Maine, 5 ; New-Harapsldre, 5; Yermont, 5; 
Massachusetts, o; Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, &|; 
New-York, 85 ; New-Jersey, 2 : Pennsylvania, 10* ; Mary- 
land, 2^ ; Virginia, 2i ; South Carolina. 8 : Florida, 8 ; 
Alabama, 9 ; Louisiana, 6 ; Mississippi, 7 ; Texas, 4 ; 
Arkansas, 4 ; Missouri, 4( ; Tennessee, 1 ; Kentucky, 8; 
Ohio, 28 ; Indiana, 18 ; Illinois, 11 ; Michigan, 6 ; Wiscon- 
sin, 6; Iowa, 4 ; Minnesota, 2i ; California, 4—198. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The minority report (that of Mr. Samuels) 
was then read, and, after ineffectual attempu 
to table the subject and proceed to a nomina- 
tion, the vote was taken and the miuority 
report wus adopted as an amendment or substi- 
tute, as follows : 

Fea»— Maine, 8; New-Hampshire, 6; Vermont, 0* 
Massachusetts, 7 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 6 ; New- 
York, 85 : New-Jersev, 5 ; Pennsylvania, 12 ; Maryland, 
8i ; Virginia, 1 ; Missouri, 4 ; Tennessee, 1 ; Kentuefy, 
2i; Ohio, 28; Indiana, 18; IlUnois, 11; Michigan, i; 
Wisconsin, 5 ; Iowa, 4 ; Minnesota, 4—165. 

jATo^tf— Massachusetts, 6 ; New-Jersey, 2 ; Pennsyl- 
vania, 15 ; Delaware, 8 ; Maryland, 4i ; Virginia, 14 ; 
North Carolina, 10 ; South Carolina, 8 ; (Georgia, 10 ; 
Florida, 8 ; Alabama. 9 ; Lonislana, 6 ; Mississippi, 7 ; 
Texas, 4 ; Arkansas. 4 ; Missouri, 5 ; Tennessee, 11 ; Ken- 
tucky, 9# ; California, 4 ; Oregon, 8—188. 

The question was then taken on the adoption 
of the report as amended, the vote being taken 
on each resolution separately, and with the ex- 
ception of the one pledging the Democratie 
party to abide by the decisions of the Supreme 
Court on the subject of Slavery in the Territo- 
ries — which was rejected — they were adopted 
by a vote which was nearly unanimous. 

The delegation from Alabama, by ita Chair- 
man, then presented a written protest, signed 
by ail its members, announcing their purpose to 
withdraw from the Convention. They were 
followed by the delegations from Mississippi, 
Florida, Texas, all the Louisiana delegation 
except two, all the South Carolina delegation 
except three, three of the Arkansas delegation, 
two of the Delaware delegation (including 
Senator Bayard) and one from North Carolina^ 

The order of their withdrawal was as follows : 

ALABAMA PB0TS8T8 ABO WTTHOaAWa 

Mr. Walker, of Alabama.— Mr. President, I am in- 
structed by the Alabama delegation to submit to thlt 
Convention a communication, and, with your permission, 
I will read It. 

To nra Hoir. Oald Oomoiq, 

PrMidsrU of ths DtmoeraUe yctUonal CbwvM^ 
tion, now in h^sHon if» tk^ OUy of OharUtAon^ 
3(ntth OardiHa : 

Hie cmdei^iigned delegates, represeatlng the State of 
Alabama in this Convention, rcMpeotftiHy beg leave to lay 
before your honorable bo^ the following statemeate of 
facts: 

On the eleveath day of January, 180D, the Democratic 
party of the State of Alabama BMt ia Oonventleii, fai the 
city of Montgomery, and adcHPted, with sioffular oaaiii- 
mity, a series of resolutions herewith submitted : 

1. Removed by the Dmrnxnaqf iff th0l^aUo/ AkAammin Cbtr 
vmHon a - w nftfad, Thai h<ddingal Iseaes and prlnciBl^ upon 
which Uiey have herelefore amititnd and aoted wiA Uie Na- 
ttoaal DemooraUc Party te be inftrlor in dignity and impor- 
tance to the great question ofSlavery, they ooateat ' 
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wllh a general re-afflrmaLde of the Cincinnati platform as to 
Roch issaes, and also indorse said platfi>rm aa to iala^'ery, 
together with the following resolutions : 

2. Ratolved further, That we re-afflrm so much of the first 
resQluiion of the platform adopted in the Convention by ihe 
Democracy of this State, on the 8ih of January, 18S6, aa 
relates to the subject of Slavery, to-wit : " The unqualified 
rUht of the people of the Slaveholding States to the protection 
of their propertv in the States, in the Territories, and in the 
vilderness, in which Territorial Uovernments are as yet unor- 
ganized." 

5. Begolted further. That In order to meet and clear away all 
obstacles to a full enjoyment of this right in the Territories, 
we re-afllrm the principle of the 9th resolution of the Plat- 
form adopted in Convention by the Democracy of this State, 
on the 14ih of February, 1818, to wit : " That it is the duty of 
the General Qovemment, by all proper legislation, to secure 
an entry into those Territories to all the citlzeas of the United 
States, together with their property of every description, and 
that the same should be protected by the United States while 
the Territories are under its authority." 

4. Htsolved further. That the Constitution of the United States 
lit a compact between sovereign and co-equal States, luiited 
upon the basis of perfect equality of rights and privileges. 

6. Besolvedfurther, That the Territories of the United States 
are common property, in which the States have equal rights, 
and to which the citizens of every State may rightfully emi- 

grate, with their slaves or other property recognized as such 
I any of the States of the Union, or by the Constitution of the 
United States. 

6. Renohtd further, That the Congress of the United States 
has no power to abolish Slavery In the Territories, or to pro- 
hibit its introduction into any of them. 

7. Befioived further, That tne Territorial Legislatures, creat- 
ed by the legislation of Congress, have no power to abolish 
Slavery, or to prohibit the introduction of the same, or to im- 
pair by unfriendiv legislation the securitv and full emoyment 
of the same within the Territories ; and such constitutional 
power certainly does not belong to the people of the Territo- 
ries in any capacity, before. In the exercise of a lawful authori- 
ty, they form a Constitution preparatory to admission as a 
State into the Union ; and their action, in the exercise of such 
lawful authority, certainly cannot operate or take efifect before 
their actual admission as a State Into the Union. 

8. ReaoUed further. That the prlnciplea enunciated by Chief 
Justice Taney, in his opinion in the Dred Scott case, deny to 
the Territorial Legislature the power to destroy or impair, by 
any legislation wbAtever, the right of property in slaves, and 
maint^ it to be the duty of the Federal Government, in aU 
of Its departments, to protect the rights of the owner of such 
property in the Territories ; and the principles so declared 
are nereby asserted to be the rights of the South, and the South 
should miuntain them. 

9. Resolvedfurther, That we hold all of the foregoing propo- 
sitions to contain oardinal principles— irne in themselves— 4nd 
just and proper, and necessarv for the safety of all that is 
iear to us ; and we do hereby instruct our delegates to the 
Charleston Convention to present them for the calm consider- 
ation and approval of that body— from whose justice and 
patriotism we anticipate their adoption. 

10. Resolvedfurther, That our delegates to the Charleston 
Convention are hereby expressly instructed to Insist that said 
Convention shall adopt a platform of principles, recognlabig 
disilnctly the rights of the South, as asserted in the foregoing 
resolutions ; and if the said National Convention shall refuse 
to adopt, in substance, the propositions embraced In the pre- 
ceding resolutions, prior to nominating candidates, our dele- 
gates to said Convention are hereby positively instructed to 
withdraw therefrom. 

11. Reaohed further. That our delegates to the Charleston 
Convention shall cast (he vote of Alabama as a unit, and a 
majority of our delegates shall determine how the vole of this 
State shall be given. 

12. RMcioed further. That an Executive Committee, to con- 
sist of one from each Congressional District, be appointed, 
whose duty it shall be, in the event that our delegates with- 
draw from the Charleston Conventlon^n obedience to the 10th 
resolution, to caU a Convention of the Democracy of Alabaooa. 
to meet at an early day to consider what is best to be done. 

Under these resolutions, the underrigned received their 
appointment, and participated in the action of this Con- 
vention. 

By the resolution of instruction, the tenth in the series, 
we were directed to insist that the platform adopted bv 
this Convention should embody. " in whole." the proposi- 
tions embraced in the preceding resolutions, prior to 
nominating candidates. 

Anxious, if possible, to continue our relations with this 
Convention, and thus to maintain the nationality of the 
Democratic party, we agreed to accept, as the substance 
of the Alabama platform, either of the two reports sub- 
mitted to this Convention by the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Resolutions — ^this majority representing not oni]f 
a majority of the States of the Union, but also the only 
States at all likely to be carried by the Democratic party 
In the Presidential election. We beg to make these re- 
ports a part of this communication. 

[See heretofore the two sets of resolutions re- 
ported by Mr. Avery.] 

These reports received the Indorsement in the Com- 
mittee on Resolutions of every Southern State, and, had 
either of them been adopted as the platform of principles 
of tbo Democratic party, although possibly in some re- 



spects sufeilect to criticism, we should not have felt our- 
selves in duty bound to withhold our acquieseenceL 

But it has been the pleasure of this Convention, by an 
almost exclusive sectional vote, not representing a ma- 
jority of the Democratic electoral vote, to adopt a plat- 
form which does not. In our opinion, nor in the opinion 
of those who urge it, embody in substance the principles 
of the Alabama resolutions. That Platform is as follows : 

[Here follow Mr. Samuels^ resolutions as adop- 
ted. See Platform.] 

The points of difference between the Northern and 
Southern Democracy are ; 

1st As regards the etaiua of Slavery as a political in- 
stitution in tiie Territories whilst they remain Territories, 
and the power of the people of a Territory to exclude it 
by unfriendly legislation ; and 

2d. As regards the duty of the Federal Government to 
protect the owner of slaves in the enjoyment of his pro- 
perty in the Territories so long as they remain such. 

This Convention has refused, by the Platform adtipted, 
to settle either of these propositions in favor of the South. 
We deny to the people of a Territory any power to legis- 
late against the institution of Slavery ; and we assert 
that it is the duty of the Federal Government, in all Its 
departments, to protect the owner of slaves in the enjoy- 
ment of his property in the Territories. These princi- 
ples, as we state them, are embodied in the Alabama 
Platform. 

Here, then, is a plain, explicit and direct issue between 
this Convention and the constituency which we have the 
honor to represent in this body. 

Instructed as we are, not to waive tliis issue, the con- 
tingency, therefore, has arisen, when, in our opinion, it 
becomes our duty to withdraw from this Convention. 
We beg, sir, to communicste this fact through you, and 
to assure the Convention that we do so in no spirit of 
anger, but under a sense of imperative obligation, pro- 
perly appreciating its responsibilities and cheerfully sub- 
mitting to its consequences. 
L. P. Walkrb, Chairman. 0. 0. Harpbr, 
J. S. Lton, Lkwis H. Cato, 

John A. Winston, Jno. w. Portiu, 

RoBBBT G. Scott, F. G. Norman, 

A. B. Meek, W. C. Guild, 

J. R. Brbarb, Julios C. B. MiTCUiax, 

H. D. Smith, W. C. Shbrrod, 

Jas. Irwin, G. G. Griffin, 

W. L. Yanckt, J. T. Bradford, 

D. W. Bvi.NK. T. J. Burnictt, 

N. H. R. Dawson, A. G. Henrt, 

R. M. Patton, Wm. M. Brooks, 

W. C. McIvBR, R. Chapman. 

Mr. Walker also presented a resolution to the 
effect that no other person than the retiring dele- 
gates had any authority to represent Alabama 
in the Convention.* 

The Alabama delegation then withdrew from 
the hall. 

MISSISSIPPI WITHDRAWS. 

Mr. Barry, of Mississippi. — I am instructed by the 
Mississippi delegation to state that they retire from tlte 
Convention with the delegation from Alabama. (Cheers.) 
They liave prepartni a protest, which tiiey desire to sub- 
rait, but by accident it is not now here. I desire also to 
state that they have adopted unanimously a resolution 
that they are the only delegates — which is uncontested— 
and that no one is or shall be authorized to represent 
them in their absence upon the floor of the Convention. 
(Cheeri*.) 

Mr. Mouton, of Louisiana.— Mr. President, I have but 
a short communication to make to the Convention. I do 
not do it as an individual. I am authorised to say by 
the delegates representing Louisiana in this Convention, 
that they will not participate any longer in the proceed- 
ings of this Convention. (Cheers.) Heretofore we have 
been in the habit of saying that the Democracy of the 
country was harmonious. (Laughter.) Can we say so 
to-dsy with any truth? Are we not divided, and divided 
in such a manner that we can never be reconciled, be- 
cause we are divided upon principle? Can we agree to 
the Platform adopted by the msjority of the Convention, 
and then go home to our constituents and put one con- 
struction on it, while Northern Democrats put another ? 
No, Mr. President, I think I speak the sentiment of my 
State when I say that she will never piny such a part. 
(Cheers.) If we are to fight the Black Republicans to* 
gether, let us do it with a bold front; let us use the saim 
arms ; let us sustain the same principles. I was wl|lin(4 
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this morning, ia order to do away with tJie necessity of 
all these votes, and to ascertain if tiiere was a majority 
here ready to impose upon us such a Platform— I waa 
willing, myself, that the majority of the Convention sliould 
retire and prepare such a Platform as suited them, and 
to talte a vote upon it, and if that Platform did not give 
Cis those guarantees which we are entitled to under the 
Constitution, then we would have been ready to do what 
we are now doing. The Platform which the majority of 
this Convention has adopted does not give us those guar- 
antees w. ich we are entitled to for the protection of our 
property in the Territories. We wish to wear no two faces 
in this contest. We wish to meet the B'ack Republicans 
with their abominable doctrines boldly ; and if our friends, 
the Democrats ftrom the Fi'ee States, cannot join us and 
fight with us, we must fight our own battle. We are ready 
to meet the issue made by the Black Republicans like 
men, but we shall battle for what we conceive to be the 
truth, and not for profit. For these reasons, I am autho- 
rised by my delegation to announce that they withdraw 
from the Convention. At the same time, I should state 
the fact that two of the delegation do not join us in this 
movement. (Loud cheers.) At the same time, I should 
state that those who sent us here instructed us to vote as 
a unit, and we contend, therefore, that we are entitled to 
give the whole vole of the State, and that no one else is 
entitled t-o give it or to divide it. 

Mr. Mouton made some additional remarks, 
but owiair to tlie confusion which prevailed in 
the hall, the reporter was unable to hear them. 

Mr. Glenn, of Mississippi.— Mr. President and gentle- 
men of this Convention : For the flrut time, for the only 
time, for the last time, in the name of tiie State that I 
have the honor in part to represent here, I desire to say 
but a few words to this Convention. I hold in my hand 
the solemn act of her delegation upon this floor, and I 
say to you, gentle"taen, that it is not a hasty action ; that 
It is not one conceived in passion, or carried out in caprice 
or disappointment. It is tlie firm resolve of the great 
body of the people whom we represent, which was ex- 
pressed in the Convention that sent us here, and that re- 
solve, that people, and we, their representatives, will 
maintain at all cost and. at all haaards. (Loud cheers.) 
We came here not to dictate to the representatives of 
other sovereign States. Since we have been here, our in- 
tercourse has been courteous so far as personalities are 
concerned. We have all sought, and I believe have «ll 
been able, to conduct ourselves as gentlemen. But we did 
not come here to exercise the courtesies of life alone. 
We came to settle the principles upon which our party 
must rest and must stand. We came here, gentlemen of 
the North, not to ask you to adopt a principle which you 
could say wks opposed to your consciences and to your 
principles. We did not btlieve it to be so. We came as 
equal members of a common confederscy, simply to ask 
you to acknowledge our equal rights within that confede- 
racy. (Ciieers.) Sir, at Cincinnati we adopted a Plat- 
form on which we all agree<i. Now answer me, ye men 
of the North, of the East, of the South, and of the West, 
what was the construction placed upon that Platform in 
diiTerent sections of the Union ? You at the West said it 
meant one thing, we of the South said it meant another. 
Either we were right or you were right ; we were wrong 
or you were wrong. We came here to ask you which was 
right and which whs wrong. You have maintained your 
position. You say that you cannot give us an acknow- 
ledgment of that right, which I tell you here now, in 
coming time will be your only safety in your contests 
with the Black Republicans of Ohio and of* the North. 
(Cheers.) 

Why. sir, turn back to the history of your own leading 
men. There sits a distinguished gentleman, (Hon. Ciinrles 
F« Stuart, of Michigan,) once a representative of one of 
the sovereign States of the Union in tiie Senate, who 
then voted that Congress had the constitutional power to 
pass the Wilmot Proviso, and to exclude Slavery from the 
Territories ; and now, when the Supreme Court has said 
that it has not that power, he comes forward and tells 
tlississipplHUS that that same Congress is impotent to 
protect that same species of property. There sits my 
distlngol ■ id friend, the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Pugh,) 
who, but a few nights since, told us from that stand that 
If a Territorial Government totally misused their powers 
or abused tliem. Congress could wipe out that Territorial 
Government altogether. And yet, when we come here 
and ask him to give us protection in case that Territorial 
Government ri>bs us of our property and strikes the star 
which answers to the name of Mioslssippi from the flag of 
the Union, so far as the Constitution gives her protection, 
he tells U9j with his hand upon his heart— as Gov. Payne, 
of Ohio, had before done — that they will part with the'? 



lives before they wUl acknowledge the principle which we 
contend for. 

Gentlemen, in such a situation of things in the Conven- 
tion of our great party, it is rigUt that we should paru 
Go your way, and we will go ours. The South leaves you 
—not like Uagar, driven into the wilderness, friendless 
and alone— but I tell Southern men here, and for them, I 
tell the North, that, in less than sixty days, you rill find 
a united South standing^ side by side with us. (Prolonged 
and enthusiastic cheering.) 

We stand firm and immovable, and while we respect 
you, we must respect ourselves. And, gentlemen, let me 
say to you of the North now, that the time may come 
when you will need us more than we need you. I speak 
to those who represent ♦* the green hills of New England ;»' 
I speak to the 'imperial center "of the Union. There 
slumbers in your midst a latent spark- not of political 
sectionalism, but of social discord— which may yet re- 
quire the conservative principles of the South to save 
your region of country from anarchy and confusion. 
We need not your protection. The power of the Black 
Republicans is nothing to us. We are safe in our own 
strength and security, so long as we maintain our rights. 

Gentlemen, I have detained you too long. I ask, in 
conclusion, that the few words wliich are here written— 
words of courtesy, but words of truth so far as my glori- 
ous State is concerned- may be read in your hearing. 

Mr. Mathews, of Mississippi, then read the 
following document. 

To the President of the Democratie Oontf&ntion : 

Sir : As Chairman of the delegation, which has the 
honor to represent the State of Mississippi upon this 
floor, I desire to be heard by you and by the Convention. 

In common consultation we have met here, the repre- 
sentatives of sister States, to resolve the principles of a 
great party. While maintaining principles, we profess 
no spirit save that of harmony, conciliation, the success 
of our party, and the safety of our organisation. But to 
the former the latter must yield — for no organization is 
valuable without it, and no success is honorable which 
does not crown it. 

We came here simply asking a recognition of the equal 
rights of our State under the laws and Constitution of our 
common Government; that our right to property should 
be asserted, and the protection of that property, when 
necessary, should be yielded by the Government whicii 
claims our allegiance. We bad regarded government 
and protection as correlative ideas, and that so long as 
the one was maintained the other still endured. 

Arter a deliberation of many days, it has been an- 
nounced to us by a controlling majority of Reprettenta- 
tives of nearly one-half the States of this Union, and that 
too, in the mo!>t solemn and impressive manner, that our 
demand cannot be met and our rigiits cannot be recog- 
nised. While it is granted that the capacity of the 
Federal Government is ample to protect all other pro- 
perty within its jurisdiction, it is claimed to be impotent 
when called upon to act in favor of a species of property 
recognized in fifteen sovereign States. Within those 
States, even Black Republicans admit it to be guaranteed 
by the Constitution, and to be only assailed by a Higher 
Law ; without them, they claim the power to prohibit or 
destroy it. The controling majority of Northern repre- 
sentatives on this floor, while they deny all power to 
destroy, equally deny all power to protect ; and this, they 
assure us, is, and must, and shall be the condition of our 
codperatiou in the next Presidential election. 

In this state of aCTairs, our duty is plain and obvious. 
The State which sent us here, announced to us her prin- 
cip'es. In common with seventeen of her sister States, 
site has asked a recognition of her Constitutional rights. 
These have been plainly and explicitly denied to her. 
We have offered to yield everything except an abandon- 
ment of her rights— everything except her honor — ^and 
it has availed us nothing. 

As the Representatives of Mississippi, knowing her 
wishes — as honorable men, regarding her commands — ^we 
withdraw from the Convention, and, as far as our action 
is concerned, absolve her from all connection with this 
body, and all responsibility for its action. 

To you, sir, as presiding officer of the Convention while 
it has existed in its integrity, we desire, collectively aa a 
delegation, and individually as men, to tender the highest 
assurances of our profound respect and consideration. 

Signed : D. C. Glen, Chairman of the Mississippi dele- 
gation; George H. Gordon, Jumes Drone, Beverly 
Mathews, J. T. Simms, Josepii R. Davis, W. S. Wilson, 
Isaac Enloe, Charles Edward Honker, W. H. GL Tison, 
Ethelbert Barksdale, W. d. Barry, J. M. Thomson. 

I Mr. Mathews then announced that a meeting 
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of all those who fiyntpathice^ with them in this 
movement would be held at 8 oVlouk this even- 
ingf in St. Andrew's Hail 

The Mississippi delegation then withdrew from 
the Conveutiou. 

80CTH CABOLIMA yriTHDRAWS. 

The Bf<n. James Simons, of Sovlh Carolina —Mr. Pre- 
sident, I am directed by the delegation from South Caro- 
lina reiipectfully to priMent the foUoying document. 

To Tsa Hon. Caleb Citshimo, 

Fr4aid4ni of the Charle^ttm Cbnvention : 

We, the undersigned Delegates appointed by the Demo- 
«ratic State GonvenUon of South Carolina, tieg leave re- 
spectfiilly to state that, according to the principles enunci- 
ated in their Platform at Columbia, Uie power, either of 
the Federal Government or of its agent, the Territo- 
rial Qovemment, to abolish or legislate against propertv 
in slaves, by either direct or indhrect legislation. Is especi- 
ally denied ; and as the Platform adopted by the Cohven- 
Uon palpably and intentionally prevents any expression 
affirming the incapacity of the Territorial Government so 
to legislate, that they would not be acting in good faith to 
their principles, or in accordance with the wishes of their 
constituents, to longer remain in this Convention, and 
they hereby respectfully announce their withdrawal titiere- 
from. 



Jahbs Simobs, 
s. mcgowan, 

B. H. WlLSOK, 

r. b. botlston, 
Jas. H. Withbbspoon, 
B. W. Oharlss, 



Tnos. Y. Simons, 
Jas. Patterson, 
B. H. Brown, 
J. A. Mmtts, 
John S. Prbston. 
Frankland Gaillaro. 



G. N. Rbtnolds, Jr. 

The reading of thU paper was greeted with 

frequent bursts of n)0;sit enthusiastic cheering 

on the floor and in the galleries. 

I am further instructed to say, that the communication 
is signed by all the delegation but three members. 

The South Carolina delegation then withdrew 
from the Convention amidst loud cheering. 

FLORIDA BSTIRES. 

Mr. Milton, of Florida. — Mr. President: Representing 
the State of Florida, it is with feelings of sadness that I 
present myself before you to bid adieu to the men of 
tiilent and men of high and noble feelings from the North 
and West, who have met us here upon this occasion. 
But differences have arisen between us which, as honor- 
able men, we cannot adjust. It has been asked, time and 
aeain, why we shouid invite gentlemen from the North- 
west, tlie North and the East, to come and occupy higher 
ground than we did wiien we stood together and 
triumphed on the Cincinnati Platform? Since that time, 
gentlemen, according to yonr own report, a mighty 
power has arisen in your midst, deriving much of its 
strength and support from the Democrats of the North. 
I allude to the BiaclE Republican party — ^a party which 
promulgates to the country that they have a higher law, 
a law linown only to themselves — ^I hope not known to 
▼ou — ^but superior to the Constitution. And, gentlemen, 
let me tell you that we came here expecting to be met 
hand in hand, and heart in heart, and to have formed a 
line shoulder to shoulder with you to drive bacic this 
swelling tide of fanaticism. But, gentlemen, how have 
we been met by you ? 1 am proud to say that we have 
been met with high-toned geoerosity by Oregon and Cali- 
fornia. (Cheers.) I am proud to say that supporters of 
our claim for equal rights have boldly presented them- 
selves from the good old State of PennsylvHnia. (Cheers.) 
While we have entertained great respect for your talent 
and integrity, yet we bid adieu to you of the Northwest 
without so much feeling of regret, as you have hardened 
your hearts and stiffened your necks against the rights of 
the South. (Cheers and laughter.) But, we say to you, 
gentlemen from Oregon and California, and Pennsylvania 
and other States, who have come forward with the hand 
of fellowship, that we part from you with feelings of 
heartfelt sorrow. 

Mr. Randall, of Pennsylvania. — And New-Jersey. 

Mr. Milton. — ^I did not forget New-Jersey, nor could I 
forget Massachusetts. My remark was general. Where- 
ever and whenever a gentlemen from the North, the 
Bast or the West, has had the manliness to rise up and 
vindicate our rights, our hearts have been at his com- 
mand. (Cheerii.) 

We thank you, gentlemen, for the courtesies we have 



received aciongat you, and which we hare returned witk 
the kindest feelings oi our hearts. We part from yoo 
without any unkind feeling. We respect you as gentle- 
men, but differing, as we do, upon principles vital to out 
most sacred interestSt in the same spirit of wisdom and 
affection which caused Abraham and Lot to- pass on, on* 
in one direction and the other in a different one, we bid 
yon a most respectful adieu. (Loud cheers.) One mor« 
remark* and I have done. The delegation (torn tiie State 
of Florida has unanimously passt'd a resolution that no 
one is authoriBed, when we shall retire, to represent 
Florida in this Convention. I confess, in all frankness^ 
that I deem the resolution wholly unnecessary, because 
I believe there is too high a sense of h^nor amongst geo* 
tlemen here from the North, and the East, and the West, 
to permit any mMU to skulk in here to represent Florida. 
Mr. Sppes, of Florida, tlien read the foUovIng protesta- 
tion : 

To TBB Hon. Calrb Cushiho, 
J*re»ident qf the Demooratio Kational Convention : 

The undersigned. Democratic delegates from the Stale 
of Florida, enter this their solemn protest against the 
action of the Convention in voting down the Platform of 
the majority. 

Florida, with her Southern sisters, is entitled to a clear 
and unambiguous recognition of her rights in the Terri- 
tories, and this being refused by the rdectlon of the 
majority report, we protest against receiving the Cincin- 
nati Platform with the interpretation that it favors the 
doctrine of Squatter Sovereignty in the Territories— - 
which doctrine, in the name of the people represented by 
us, we repudiate. 

T. J. Eppe», B. F. Wardlaw, Jo>»n Milton, J. B. Owens, 
C. F. Dyke, delegates from Florida. < 

The delegates from Florida, before retiring, have 
nnanimouDly adopted the following Resolution : 

Beaohted^ That no person, not a regularly appointed 
delegate, has a right to cast the vote of the State ot 
Florida in this Convention. 

John Milton, Chairman of Delegatloa. 

TEXAS WITHORAWa. 

Mr. Bryan, of Texas, who was received with loud cheers, 
said : Mr. President and gentlemen of the Convent-ion— 
Texas, through her delegates on this floor, on the land ct 
Calhoun, where *Hruth, justice and the Constitution" 
was proclaimed to the South, says to the South — this day 
you stand erect. (Loud cheers.) Whilst we deprecate 
the necessity which calls for our parting with the dele- 
gates from the other States of this Confederacy, yet it is 
an event that we, personally, have long looked to. Eklu- 
cated in a Northern College, I there first learned that 
there was a North and a South ; there were two literary 
Societies, one Northern and the otlier Southern. In the 
Churches, the Methodist i'hurch, the Baptist Church, the 
Presbyterian Church, are North and South. Gentlemen 
of the North and Northwest, God grant that there may 
be but one Democratic party I It depends upon your, 
action, when you leave here, whether it shall be so. Qive 
npt aid and comfort to the Black Republican hosts ; but 
say to tho South, ** You are our equals in this Confederacy, 
and your lives, your persons and property, equally with 
those of the Northern States, are protected by the Con- 
stitution of the Federal Union." What is it that we, the 
Southern Democrats, are asking you to acknowledge t 
Analyse it and see the meaning ; and it is this— that we 
will not ask quite as much of you as the Black Republi- 
cans, and if you only grant what we ask, we can fight 
them. We blame you not if you really hold these opinions, 
but declare them openly, and let us separate, as did 
Abraham and Lot. I have been requested to read this 
protest on the part of the delegates from Texas, and to 
ask the courtesy of the Convention that it be spread opQit 
the minutes of its proceedings. 

Hon. Caleb Cusbino, 
President ofihe DemoeraHe National Convention : 

The undersigned, delegates from the State of Texas, 
would respectfully protest against the late action of thia 
Convention, In revising to adopt the report of the majority 
of the Committee on Resolutions, which operates as the 
virtual adoption of principles affinning doctrines in oppo- 
sition to the decision of the Supreme Court In the Dred 
8ooU case, and In conflict with the Federal ConstitutioD, 
and especially opposed to the platform of the Denfocratic 
party of Texas, which declares : 

1st. That the DemocraUc party of the State of Texaa 
reaffirm and concur In the principles contained In the 
platform of the National Democratic Convention, held at 
Cincinnati in June, 1856, as a true expression of poUSlcal 
faith and of tnioou and herewith reassert and set forth tho 
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luindples therdn eoz.ldn«d, a9 embradng the only doo- 
trfne which can preserve the hitegrity of the Union and 
the eqnal rights of the States, " expressly r<^ectlng any 
mterpretation thereof favoring the docmne known as 
Squatter Sovereignty," and that we will continue to ad- 
here to and abide by the principles and doctrines of the 
Virginia and Kentucky resolutions of 1799 and 1799 and 
Mr. Madison^s report relative thereto. 

2d. That it is the right of every citizen to take hii 
property, of anv kind, including slaves, into the common 
territoiy belonging equally to all the States of the Oon- 
fsderacy, and to have it protected there under the Federal 
Constitution. Neither Congress nor a Territorial Legisla- 
tare, nor any human power, has any authority, either 
directly or indirectly, to impair these sacred rights ; and 
they having been affirmed by the decision of the Supreme 
Court in the Dred Scott case, we declare that it is the 
duty of the Federal Government, the common agent of all 
the States, to establish such government, and enact such 
laws for ttie Territories, and so change the same, firom 
time to time, as may be necessary to insure the protection 
and preservation of these rights, and prevent every in- 
fringement of the same. The affirmation of this principle 
of the duty of Congress to simply protect the rights of pro- 
perty, is nowise in conflict with the heretofore established 
and weU-organized principles of the Democratic party, 
that Congress does not possess the power to legislate 
Slavery into the Territories, or to exclude it therefrom. 

Reco{^ing these declarations of principles as instruc- 
tions to us for our government in the National Convention, 
and believing that a repudiation of tiiem by all the 
Northern States, except the noble States of Oregon and 
Califor^, the whole vote of which is more than doubtful 
in the ensuing Presidential election, demand from us our 
unqualified diiUapproval. 

nie undersigned do not deem this the place or time to 
discuss the practical illustration that has been given of the 
Irrepressible conflict between the Northern and Southern 
States, that has prevailed in this Convention for the last 
week. 

It Is sufficient to say that, if the principles of the 
Ndrthera Democracy are properly represented by the 
opinion and action of the majority of the delegates fh)m 
that seedon on this floor, we do not hesitate to declare 
that thehr principles are not only not ours, but, if adhered 
to and enforced by them, will destroy this Union. 

In consideration of the foregoing facts, we cannot 
remi^ in the Convention. We consequently respectfully 
withdraw, leaving no one authorized to cast the vote of the 
State of Texas. 

Guy M. Bryan, Chairman ; F. R. Lubbock. F. S. Stock- 
dale, EL Greer, H. R. Runnells, Wm. B. Ochiltree, M. W. 
Covey, Wm. U. Parsons, R. Ward, J. F. Crosby. 

ARKANSAS RETIRES. 

Mr. Burrow, of Arkansas, read the following 
protest. 

Hov. Caleb Cdshino, 

PteHdent o/ Oharlsston Convention: 

The undersigned, delegates accredited by the Demo- 
cracy of Arkansas to represent said Democracy in' the 
Convention of the Democracy of the United States, assem- 
bled on the 28d April, 1860, beg leave to submit the follow- 
ing protest, against certain actions of this Convention, 
and statement of the causes which, in their opinion, require 
them to retire from this Convention : 

Ist. The Convention of the Democracy of the State of 
Arkansas, convened at Little Rock on the 2d day of April, 
IS^tpaMed among other things, the following resolutions, 
▼is. : 

1st BMolved, We the Democracy of Arkansas, through onr 
representatives in Convention assembled, proclaim our confi- 
dence in the virtue and lntellis;ence of the people, and un- 
abated faith in the principles of the Democracy. 

2d. We re-afllrm the political principles enunciated in the 
Cincinnati platform by the Democracy of the United States 
in June, 1&M$, and assert as illustrative thereof, that neither 
Congress nor a Territorial Ijeglslature, whether by direct 
legislation or by legislation of an indirect and unfriendly char- 
acter, possesses the power to annul or Impair the constitutional 
rights of any citizen of the United States to take his slave pro- 
perty into the common Territories, and there hold and enjoy 
me same, and that If experience should at any time prove the 
Judiciary and executive power do not possess the means to In- 
sure protection to constitutional rights in a Territory->and if 
the Territorial Government should fail or refuse to provide 
the necessary reme lies for that purpoae, it will be the duty of 
Congress to supply the deQclency. 

Sd. That the representatives of the Democracy of Arkansas 
In the Charleston Convention be instructed to Insist upon the 
reoogniUon by said ConvenUon of the purpose hereinbefbre 
decUured, prior to balloting for any candidate fbr the Presi- 
dency : and if said Convention refuse to recogtdze the rights 
uf the South in the Territories of the United States, the repre- 



sentatives of the Demoeraoy of Arkansas be instruoted to 
retire from said Convention, and refuse to aid In the selectioa 
of any candidate whomsoever by said Convention. 

4lh. That the unity of the Democratic party and the safety 
of the South demands the adoption of the two-thirds rule by 
the Charleston Convendon of the Democracy of the United 
States, and that our delegates to said Conveniion be required 
to insist upon and maintain the adoption thereof as an indis- 
pensable necessity. 

In accordance with the instructions contained in resolu- 
tion Sd above, one of the undersigned had the honor, on 
the second day of the sestrion of this Convention, to offer 
to the consideration of this Convention the following res»> 
lution, viz. : 

" BMolved, That the Conveniion will not proceed to nomi- 
nate a candidate fur the Presidency until the Platform shall 
have been made " — 

Which said resohition was passed by the Convention witli 
great unanindty. Subsequently, the Committee on Reso- 
nitions and Platform, appointed by the Convention, in ac- 
cordance with the usages and customs of the Democratic 
party of the United States, agreed upon and reported to 
this Convention a platform of principles, recognizing the 
principle contained in the resolutions of tiie Democracy of 
Arkansas, above recited, and fully asserting the equal 
rights of the Southern States In the common Territories of 
the United States, and the duty of the Federal Govern- 
ment to protect those rights when necessary, according to 
the usages and customs of the Democracy of the Uxuted 
States, as developed by the practice of said Democracy as- 
sembled in Convention on former occasions, and in strict 
accordance, as is believed by the imdersigned, with the 
compact and agreement made by and between the 
Democrats of the several States, upon which the Gon- 
yentions of the Democracy of the United States were 
agreed first to be founded, and assented to by the 
several Southern States. The report and determination 
of the Committee on Platform became and was hencefor- 
ward the platform of the Democracy of the United 
States, and this Convention had no duty to perform in re- 
lation thereto but to receive, confirm and publish the 
same, and cause it to be carried into effect wherever in 
the respective States the Democracy were able to enforce 
their decrees at the ballot box. 

The undersigned are confirmed In this opinion by 
reference not only to the history of the past, whi<^ 
shows that in all instances the sovereignty of the States, 
and not the electoral votes of the States, has uniformly 
been represented in the Committee on Platforms, and 
that the report of the Committee has invariably been 
registered as the supreme law of the Democratic party by 
unanimous consent of the entire Convention, without 
changing or in any manner altering any part or portion 
thereof. It is asserted, as a part of our traditional policy, 
and confidently believed, that the Democracy of tho 
United States, by a peculiar system of checks an<l 
balances, formed after the fasMon of the Federal Govern- 
ment, were contracted and bound themselves to tally 
recognize the sovereignty of the States in making the 
platform, and the population or masses of the States in 
naming the candidate to be placed on the platform. Tliat 
many States have been uniformly allowed to vote the tail 
strength of their electoral college in these Conventions 
when it was well known that said States never heretofore, 
and probably would never hereafter give a single elec- 
toral vote at the polls to the candidate which they had so 
large a share in nominating, cannot be accounted for on 
any other principle than that it was intended only as a 
recognition of the sovereignty and equality of said States. 

Would it be right at this time for the numerical majo- 
rity to deprive all the Black Republican States repre- 
sented on this floor of their representatioiCwhich by 
custom they have so long enjoyed, simply because it is 
now evident that they are or will be unable to vote the 
Democratic ticket in the next Presidential election ? 

By common consent we say that a reckless numerical 
majority should not be thus allowed to tread under foot 
the vested rights of those States and well cstabU^ed 
usages and customs of the party. 

If thus it be wrong for the numerical majority to 
deprive the Black Republican States of this long vested 
right, how much more unjust is it for the numerical 
majority to deprive all the States of their vested right 
to make and declare the platform in the usual and 
cu8tomai*y manner ? and when we call to mind that th« 
numerical majority resides chiefly in the Black Republl- 
oan States, to whom the South has uniformly accorded 
so large a privilege, in naming candidates who were 
alone to be elected by Southern votes, we have mneh 
reason to believe that he to whom you gave an inoh 
seems emboldened thereby to demand an ell. 

The undersigned beg leave to state that many patriotlo 
States* Right Democrats In the South, have long con- 
tended that these Conventions of the Democracy, repre- 
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senting in foci the whole consolidated strength of the 
Union, acting through party sympathy upon the indivi- 
dual members of society, would ultimate in a despotic, 
colossal centralism, possessed of power to override and 
destroy at its will and pleasure the constitutions* and 
reserved rights of any and all the States. The South, 
however, has heretofore felt safe because of the checks 
and balances imposed upon the machinery of the Con- 
ventions. The South felt that where she retained an 
equal power to write the creed of faith, she could trust 
her Northern sisters, with their immense populations, to 
name the candidate ; and all would alike support the 
creed and the candidate. 

The undersigned, well knowing the hostility of the 
Northern masses toward the ** peculiar institutions" of 
the South, and calling to mind the relative numbers of 
tlie Northern and Southern States, assert with confidence 
that no Southern State in the Union would ever have 
consented to surrender, so abjectly and hopelessly, all 
their fortunes to the numerical m'ajority who have just 
now voted to set aside the Platform, unless upon the full 
assurance that the States were entitled by agreement to 
make and establish the creed of faith and prescribe the 
rule of action. Tliis violation of plighted faith on the 
part of the numerical majority — this violation of the well 
e^^tablished usage and custom of the party— drive us to the 
conclusion that we cannot longer safely trust the fortunes 
of Slaveliolding States to the chances of the numerical 
majority in a Convention, where all the Black Republi- 
cans of the Union, the immense populations of Massa- 
chusetts, New-York, Pennsylvania and Ohio, and other 
Northern States, are fully represented, on the one side, 
against the small populations from the slave States on 
the other. Had these populations adhered strictly to 
the usages and customs of the party, longer association 
might have been practicable ; but annihilation is staring 
us in the face, and we are admonished of our duty to 
stand, upon our reserved rights. 

We declare, therefore, that we believe our mission to 
this Convention at an end : 

Ist. Because the numerical majority have usurped the 
prerogatives of the States in setting aside the Platform 
made by the States, and have thus unsettled the basis of 
this Convention, and thereby permanently disorganized 
' its constitution. Its decrees, therefore, become null and 
void. 

2d. Because we were positively instructed by the 
Democracy of Arkansas to insist on the recognition of 
the equal rights of the South in the common Territories, 
and protection to those rights l)y the Federal Gov- 
ernment, prior to any nomination of a candidate ; and 
as this Convention has refused to recognize the prin- 
ciple required by the State of Arkansas, in her popular 
Convention first, and twice subsequently re-asserted by 
Arkansas^ogether with all her Southern sisters, in tibe re- 
port of aTlatform to this Convention ; and as we cannot 
serve two masters, we are determined first to serve the 
Lord our God. We cannot ballot for any candidate 
whatsoever. 

8d. In retiring, we deny to any person, or persons, 
any right whatever to cast hereafter, in this Convention, 
either our vote or the vote of Arkansas on any proposi- 
tion which may, or can, possibly come up for considera- 
tion. The Delegates of Arkansas cannot take any part 
in placing a sound candidate on an unsound platform, 
because it would disgrace any sound Southern man who 
would consent to stand on such a platform ; and, as a 
Squatter Sovereignty Platform has been adopted, we 
believe good faith and honor requires that the Chief of 
Squatter Sovereignty should be placed on it. We wish 
no part or lot in such misfortune, nor do we believe that 
we can safely linger under the shade of the upas tree, 
this day planted certainly. 

P. JoRnAV, 
B. Burrow, 
Van U. Makniho. 

Mr. Burrow stated, after reading the paper, 
that the gentlemen who had signed represented 
both wings of the State — all its public men, its 
hopes, it character, and its fortunes. 

Mr. Johnson, of Arkansas, as Ghidrman of the Arkansas 
delegation, desired to say a single word to go along with 
ttie paper which had been read. It was his desire that that 
pordon of the Arkansas delegation who had concluded to 
leave the Convention should have paused until the delega- 
tion could have had a consultation. Why did he hesitate ? 
It was because he conceived that the stability of the Union 
itself was involved in the action taken here by the 
Southern representatives. 

He had been taught ftom childhood to believe that if 
Ihe Union was to be preserved at all, it was to be preserved 



by the Democratic party as a unit. (Cheers.) He wished 
to consult with other Southern men as to the best course 
to be pursued— fcheers)— reserving to himself the right to 
decide the question, which he would do in a few hours. 
His heart and all the feelings of his nature were with those 
Southern men who had seen proper to leave the Conven- 
tion ; but, at the same time, he hesitated between his per- 
sonal feelings and his duty to his own people. If he could 
get a good sound Southern man for President, he would be 
willing to take 1dm on tbJs platform. (Cheers.) 

The Georgia delegation asked leave to retire 
for consultation, which was granted. 

Messrs. Bayard and Wbiteley, two of the six 
delegates from Delaware, retired from the Con- 
vention and joined the secedera. 

Mr. Saulsbury, (U. S. Senator,) of Delaware, 
stated his reason for not retiring with his col- 
leagues, and the Convention adjourned. 

On Tuesday, May 1st, the President stated 
the regular order of business to be the motions 
to reconsider, and the motions to lay the no- 
tions to reconsider on the table, by which the 
various resolutions constituting the Platform 
were adopted. Pending the determination of 
these questions, yesterday evening, the chair- 
'man of several of the delegations rose to ques- 
tions of privilege, under which their delegations 
retired from the hall. When the Convention 
adjourned the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
Merrick) was upon the floor. 

GEORGIA RETIRES. 

Mr. Benning of Georgia. — Mr. President : On yesterday 
afternoon the delegation from Georgia obtained the leave 
of ttie Convention to retire for the purpose of consulting 
as to the course they would pursue in con^quence of the 
action taken by the Convention In the previous part of 
the day. They retired, and they have since been engaged 
in consultation. They. have considered the questions in- 
volved, with as much maturity and care as they could be- 
stow upon them, and they have come to a conclusion as to 
the course they ought to pursue. That conclusion is con- 
tained in two resolutions which I hold in my hand, and 
which I will now read to the Convention. 

Setotvedj That, upon the opening of the Convention thia 
morning, our Chairman be requested to state to the President 
that the Georgia delegation, after mature deliberaUon, have 
felt it be their duty, under existing circumstances, not to par- 
Ucipate further In the deliberations of the Convention, and 
that, therefore, the delegation withdraw. 

Jletolted, That all who acquiesce in the foregoing resoluticn 
sign the same, and request the Convention to enter it on their 
records. 



(Signed.) 

JunuS WlKOTlKLD, 

Hknht R. Jaoksov, 
J. M. Clark, 

WM. M. SLAnOHTSB, 

JoHir A. Jones, 
DAVin C. Babrow, 
Jas. J. DlAMAir, 
A. Framklim Hill, 

En. L. 8TR0HKCKBB, 

O. C. Gibson, 



Henbt L. Bbhirnq, 
P. Tbact, 

Jbiterson N. Laxar, 
EoMONo J. McGbbbb, 
Geo. Hillter, 
Mark Johnston, 
Edward R. BLARimr, 
John H. Lumpkin, 
G. G. Fair, 
Jakes Hoge, 
W. J. Johnson. 



Henbt O. Thomas, 

The undersigned, delegates fh>m Georgia, having voted In 
the meeting of the delegation against withdrawing trom the 
Convention, yet. believe, under the instructions contahied in 
the resolution of the Georgia Convention, that the vote of the 
majority should control our motion, and we therefore with • 
draw yrivh the minority. 

J. T. IRVIN, JCUAN HaRTRIDOB, 

W. H. Hull, L. H. Dbiscoe. 

This paper Is dgned by twenty-six out of the thirty-three 
or thirty-four delegates in that Convention from the State 
of Georgia. 

I have now, Mr. President, discharged the duty which 
has been intrusted to me by my delegation. 

The majority of the Georgia delegation then retired 
from the hall. 

Mr. Johnson, of Arkansas. — ^I do not desire to detain 
this Convention for a moment. On yesterday evening I 
stated to the Convention that I should come here this 
morning and tell them what was my conclusion, and what 
was the conclusion of the portion of the delegation from 
the State of Arkansas which then thought proper to re- 
main in the Convention. We are now ready to take that 
step which our judgment dictates to be right. In acco'"'- 
ance with our duty here, we wanted time to pause and 
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oonsider calmly with our sister Southern States, in rela- 
tion to the proper course to be pursued. We have calmly 
and with deliberation considered the matter, and we be- 
lieve it to be an imperative duty .which we owe to Uie 
South, and we are ready to take our course. 

Now, sir, I desire to appeal to Virginia, the mother of 
States, and the mother of Democracy, and to ask them 
whether the principle contained in the majority report of 
this Gonvention, signed by seventeen States, is right or is 
wrong ? Did you indorse it, or did you not f 

Mr. Smith, of Wisconsin, raised the question of order, 
that the gentleman had no right to make sectional appeals 
in this Convention. 

Mr. Johnson. — ^I desire to do no such thing. I do not 
understand the principles of the majority report to be 
sectlonaL I understand them to be national. But, Mr. 
President, I only desire, in behalf of a portion of the dele- 
gates, to say that we came here with a view to stand by 
the principles of our people and of the Union, and when 
we have found the Convention acting in violaUon of those 
principles, we feel ourselves compelled to retire from the 
Halt I will only remark in conclusion, that the Vice-Pre- 
sident firom my State has been charged with presenting 
a protest on the part of a portion of our declaration. 

Mr. Terry, of Arkansas, then read Uie following paper 
to the Convention : 

7b the Hon. Caleb Cushing, President : 

The undersigned, Delegates from Arkansas, ask permis- 
sion to make the following statement : We have, thus far, 
abstained from taking any active part in the measures 
which were consummated on yesterday, in tlds Conven- 
tion, by the withdrawal, in whole or in part, of several 
Southern States. We have counseled our Southern friends 
to paUence and forbearance; and, while we were con- 
scious of causes sufficient to induce them to this step, yet 
we still hoped some more auspicious event would transpire 
that would avert its necessity. Nothing has. occurred to 
palliate these causes. Hence we cannot hesitate in our 
course, and therefore ask permission to withdraw and sur- 
render to our State the high trust reposed in us. To you, 
sir, who have with so much ability presided over our 
deliberations, and meted out justice witli an even hand, we 
part with sorrow. Hoping that the cloud which now hangs 
over our beloved country may be dispelled, and her coun- 
sels directed by some statesman like yourself— able, honest, 
just and true. 

Francis Terry, Vice-President. 

J. P. Johnson, Ch'n of Delegation. 

F. W. HoADLEY, Secretary. 
CaASLBSTON, May Ut^ 1860. 

The Tennessee Delegation asked and obtained 
leave to retire for consultation. 

The Delegation from Virginia, and .portions 
of the Delegations from Kentucky, North Caro- 
lina and Maryland, had leave to retire for con- 
sultation. 

Mr. Floumoy, of Arkansas. — May I be indulged in one 
remark? My voice is "Never give up the ship"— (ap- 
plause)— though the fearful storm rages around us — 
though she may have lost some spars and masts — ^though 
■he may have some cracked ribs. Sir, for myself, I will 
be one of that gallant crew who, though the storm rages, 
though the spars and masts are gone, though ribs be broken 
•~I will, unUl the noble vessel be swallowed up by the de- 
vouring waves, continue to unite with them in the reite- 
rated cry of " Live, live the Republic !" (Great applause.) 

Mr. President, I am a Southern man. Yes, sir, I have 
been reared amidst the institution. All I have is tiie pro- 
duct of slave labor. I believe the institution a patriarchal 
one, and beneficial alike to master and slave. The bread 
which supports my own wife and tender babe Is tiie pro- 
duct of slave labor. I trust, then, that, like Caesar's wife, 
I |un "above suspicion." 

L0UISlAN.i WITHDRAWS. 

To 1HB Ho9. Caleb Cushino, 

President of the Democratic Convention : 

Sir: The undersigued delegates from the State of 
Louisiana, in withdrawing from the Convention, beg leave 
to make the following statement of facts : 

On the 6th day of March, 1S60, the Democracy of 
Louisiana assembled in State Convention at Baton Rouge, 
and unanimously adopted the following declaration of 
their principles : 

Rescived. That the Territorips of the United States belong to 
the several States an their common property, and not to indi- 
vidual citizens thereof, that the,Keder&l Constitution recognizes 
property In slaves ; and as such, the owner thereof Is enUtled to 
carry his slaves into any Territory in the United States ; to hold 
them there as property ; and in case the people of the Terri- 



tories, by Inaction, unfriendly legislation or otherwise, should 
endanger the tenure of such property, or discriminate against 
it by withholding that protection given to other species of pro- 
perty in the Territories, It is the duty of the General Govern- 
ment to Interpose, by the active exertion of Its constitutional 
power, to secure the rights of the slaveholder. 

The principles enunciated in the foregoing resolution 
are guaranteed to us by the Constitution of the Un.*ted 
States, and their unequivocal recognition by the Pemo- 
cracy of the Union we regard as essential, not only to the 
integrity of the party, but to the safety of the States whose 
interests are directly involved. They have been embodied 
in both of the series of resolutions presented to the Cou- 
vention by a majority of the States of the Union, and have 
been rejected by a numerical vote of the delegates. . 

The Convention has, by this vote, refused to recognize 
the fundamental principles of the Democracy of the State 
we have the honor t»repreaent, and we feel constrained, 
in obedience to a high sense of duty, to withdraw from 
its deliberations, and unanimously to enter our solemn 
protest against its action. 

We ask that the communication may be spread upon 
the minutes of the Convention, and beg leave to exprei^s 
our appreciation of ,the justice and dignity which have 
characterized your action as its presiding officer. 
[Signed,] 
A. MouTON, E. Lawrencs, 

Jobs Tarlbton, A. TalAot, 

Richard Taylor, B. W. Prarcr, 

Emilr LASfRK, R. A. Hunter, 

F. H. Hatch, D. D. Withers. 

The undersigned, in explanation of their position, beg 
leave to annex the following statement, viz. : 

Whilst we took the sam^ view with our colleagues, that 
the platform of principles, as adopted by this Convention, 
was not what was expected by Louisiana, and desired by 
ourselves, as sufficient to guard the rights of that State, 
and of the whole South, under the Constitution, are now 
unwilling precipitately to retire from the Convention, 
until all hope of accommodation shall have been ex- 
hausted, and until the last moment had arrived, at 
which, in justice to our own honor, and the interest and 
dignity of our own State^we would be forced to retire. Wc, 
therefore, were opposed to the retirement of the delega- 
tion at the time it was made ; but believing that the 
other members of the delegation were actuated by the 
same high motives which governed our own opinions, and 
desiring our State to present a firm, undivided front, we 
being in the minority of* the delegation, were willing to 
yield, and did yield, our opinions to the judgment of the 
majority. 

J. A. McHatto», 
Charles Jones, 

Gharlrston, S. C„ Ma/y 1, 1860. 

A VOICE FROM GEORGIA. 

Mr. Gaulden, of Georgia, addressed the Con- 
vention, giving his reasons for not retiring with 
his colleagues, as follows : 

Mr. Prbsidrmt, and Fellow Democrats : As I stated to 
you a few moments ago, I have been confined to my 
room by severe indisposition, but, learning of the com- 
motion and the intense excitement which were existing 
upon the questions before this body, I felt it to be my 
duty, feeble as I was. to drag mj^elf out to the meeting 
of my delegation, and when there I was surprised to 
find a large majority of that delegation voting to secede 
at once from this body. I disagree with those gentle- 
men. I regret to disagree with my brethren from the 
South upon any of the great questions which interest 
our common country. I am a Southern States' Rights 
man; I am an African Slave-trader. I am one of 
those Southern men who believe that Slavery is right, 
morally, religiously, socially, and politically. (Applause) 
I believe that the institution of Slavery has done more 
for this country, more for civilization, than all other 
interests put together. I believe if it were in the power 
of this country to strike down the institution of Slavery, 
it would put civilization back 200 years. Holding, then, 
this position, that Slavery is right in the point of view I 
have stated. I would demand of the General Govern- 
ment our wnole rights in this regard. I believe that the 
General Government by the Constitution never had any 
right to legislate upon this subject. I believe that our 
Government was a confederation of States for certain 
specified objects with limited powers; that the domestic 
relations of each State are to be and should be left to 
themselves ; that this eternal Slavery question has been 
the bone of contention between the North and South, 
which if kept in the halls of Congress must break up this 
Government I am cne of those who believe in non- 
intervention, either in the States or the Territoiies. 
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(Applatise.) I am not in favor of breaking up this Gov- 
ernment upon an' impracticable issuer upon a mere 
theory. I believe that this doctrine of protection to 
Slavery in the Territories Is a mere theory, a mere ab- 
straction. (Applause.) Practically, it can be of no con- 
sequence to the Sottth, for the reason that the infant has 
been strangled before it was born. (Laughter.) You 
have cut oif the supply of Slaves ; you have crippled the 
institution of Slavery in the States by your unjust laws, 
and it is mere folly and madness now to ask for protec- 
tion for a nonentity, for a thing which is not there. We 
have no slaves to carry to these Territories. We can 
never make another Slave State with our present supply 
of slaves. But if we could, it would not be wise, for the 
reason, that if you make another Slave State from our 
new Territories with the present supply of slaves, you 
will be obliged to give up another State, either Maryland, 
Delaware, or Virginia, to Free Soil upon the North. 
Now, I would deal with this question, fellow-Democrats, 
as a practical one. When I can see no possible practical 
good to result to the country from demanding legislation 
vpon this theory, I am not prepared to disintegrate and 
QLismember the great Democratic party of this Union. I 
believe that the hopes of this country depend upon the 
maintenance of the great Democratic party North. It 
is no trouble for a man to be a saint in Heaven. 



" Wlien the devil was sick. 

The devil a tnoiik would be : 
The devil frot well. 
Bat devil a mouk was he." 



(Great laughter.) 



We, the Democracy of the South, are mere carpet- 
knights. It is no trouble for us to be Democrats. (Ap- 
plause and laughter.) When I look to the Northern 
Democrats, I see them standing up there and breasting 
the tide of fanaticism, oppression, wrong, and slander, 
with which they have to contend. I view in these men 
types of the old ancient Romans ; I view in them all that 
Is patriotic and noble ; and, for one, I am not willing to 
cut loose from them. (Qreat cheering.) I say, then, 
that I will hold on to my Democratic friends of the 
North to the last day of the week — late in the evening. 
(Great laughter.) I am not willing to present to them a 
half issue of this sort. I am not willing to disintegrate, 
dismember, and turn them over to the ruthless hands of 
the thieving Black Republicans of the North. I would 
ask my friends of the South to come up in a proper 
spirit, ask our Northern frienc^s to give us all 0|ir rights, 
and take off the ruthless restrictions which cut off the 
supply of slaves from foreign lands. As a matter of 
right and justice to the South, I would ask the Democracy 
of the North to grant us this thing, and I believe they 
have the patriotism and honesty to do it, because it Is 
right in itself. I tell you, fellow-Democrats, that the 
African Slave-trader is the true Union man. (Cheers and 
laughter.) I tell you that the Slave-trading of Virginia 
is more immoral, more unchristian in every possible 
point of view, than that African Slave-trade which goes 
to Africa and brings a heathen and worthless man here, 
makes him a useful man, Christianizes him, and sends 
him and his posterity down the stream of time to join in 
the blessing of civilization. (Cheers and laughter.) 
Now, fellow-Democrats, so far as any public expression 
of the State of Virginia — the great Slave-trading State 
of Virginia — ^has been given, they are all opposed to the 
African Slavet-rade. 

Dr. Reed of Indiana. — ^I am from Indiana, and I am in 
favor of it. 

Mr. Gaulden— Now, gentlemen, we are told, upon 
hiefh authority, that there is a certain class of men who 
strain at a gnat and swallow a camek Now, Virginia, 
which authorizes the buying of Christian men, separat- 
ing them fi om their wives and children, from all the re- 
lations and associations amid whom they have lived for 
years, rolls up her eyes in holy horror when I would go to 
Africa, buy a savage, and introduce blm to the blessings 
of civilization and Christianity. (Cheers and laughter.) 

Mr. Rynders of N. Y. — You can get one or two re- 
cruits from New- York to join with you. 

The President.— The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. (Cries of " Go on ! Go on l") 

The President— stated that if it was the unanimous 
wish of the Convention, the gentleman could proceed. 

Mr. Gaulden.— Now, Fellow-Democrats, the slave- 
trade in Virginia forms a mighty and pow }rful reason 
for its opposition to the African slave-trado, and in this 
remark I do not intend any disrespect to my friends 
from Virginia. Virginia, the Mother of States and of 
•tatesmen, the Metlier of Presidents, I apprehend may 
err as well as other mortals. I am afraid that her error 
in this regard lies in the promptings of the almighty dol- 
lar. It has been my fortune to go into that noble old 
rotate to buy a few darkies, and I have had to pay from 
f 1,000 to $2,00<) a head, when I o^^id go to Africa and 



buy better negroes for $50 apiece. (Great laughter.) 
Now, unquestionably. It is to the interest of Virginia to 
break down the African slave-trade when she can sell 
her negioes at $2,600. She knows that the African slave- 
trade would break up her monopoly, and hence her ob- 
jection to it. If any of you Northern Democrats— for I 
have more fiith in you than I have in the Carpet-Knighl 
Democracy of tbj South— will go home with me to my 
plantation in Georgia, but a little way from here, I will 
show you some darkies that I bought in Maryland, some 
that I bought in Virginia, some in Delaware, some in 
Florida, some in North Carolina, and I wiil also show 
you the pure African, the noblest Roman of them all. 
(Great laughter.) Now, Fellow-Democrats, my feeble 
health and failing voice, admonish me to bring the few 
remarks I have to make to a close. (Cries of **■ Go on, 
go on.*') I am only sorry that I am not in a better eon 
dition than I am to vindicate before you to-day the 
words of truth, of honesty, and of light, and to show 
you the gross inconsistenciee of the South in this regard. 
I came ft-om the First Congressional District of the State 
of Georgia. I represent the African Slave-trade uater- 
ests of that section. (Applause.) I am proud of tite 
position I occupy In that respect. I believe that the 
African slave-trader is a true missionary, and a true 
Christian (applause), and I have pleaded with my dele- 
gation from Georgia to put this issue squarely to Uie 
Northern Democracy, and say to them. Are you pre- 
pared to go back to first principles, and take off your 
unconstitutional restrictions, and leave this question to 
be settled by each State? Now do this, fellow-citizens, 
and you will have peace in the country. But so long as 
your Federal Legislature takes jurisdiction of this ques- 
tion, so long will there be war, so long will there be ill- 
blood, so long will there be strife, until this glorious 
Union of ours shall be disrupted and go out in blood 
and night forever. 1 advocate the repeal of the laws 
prohibiting the African Slave-trade, because I believe it 
to be the true Union movement. I do not believe that 
sections whose interests are so different as the Southern 
and Northern States can ever stand the shocks of fanati- 
cism, unless they be equally balanced. I believe by re- 
opening this trade, and giving us negroes to populate the 
Territories, that the equilibrium of the two sections will 
be maintained. But if the South lies supinely by, and 
allows the people of the North to people all the Terri- 
tories, until we come to be a hopeless fraction in the 
Government, then that gallant band of Democrats North 
may in vain attempt to stay the torrent that will roll 
down upon us. It will not be in your power to do it. It 
should be the object of the South now to say to the North : 
Let us have all our rights in this matter ; let us take off 
these restrictions against the African Slave-trade, and 
leave it to each State to settle for itself. Then we would 
want no protection, and then I would be willing to let 
you have as much Squatter Sovereignty as you wish. 
Give us an equal chance, and I tell you the institutjon 
of Slavery will take care of Itself. We will give you aU 
the Squatter Sovereignty that the North can desire, Mr. 
Douglas, or anybody else, if you will take off the uncon- 
stitutional restrictions on the Slave-trade and let the 
negroes come. Then, gentlemen, we should proce^ 
harmoniously, go on to prosper and prospering, until 
the last trump of God should sound ; until time was 
merged in the ocean of eternity. (Applause.) I sey, 
Fellow-Democrats, that I remained here because I have 
^reat faith in the Northern Democracy. If I am forced 
to part with you, it will be with a bleeding heart. I 
know not exactly what position I occupy here (laugh- 
ter), for the majority of my delegation have voted to 
secede. We came here instructed to vote as a unit. 
Whether the minority are bound to go out with the 
majority is a question which I have not yet fully deter- 
mined in my own mind, but at any rate, I told them this 
morning, and I tell them now, I will not go out yet j I 
intend to stay here ; I Intend to hold on to the great 
Democratic Party of the Union so long as I can consist- 
ently with honor and propriety, for I believe that if we 
break up in a row here, and the Democratic Party of 
the country is destroyed, this Union falls as certainly as 
the sun rises and sets. I warn you, seceders. If your 
action here to-day should have the effect of dismember- 
ing and destroying the great Democratic Paity (^ the 
North, that you destroy this Government beyond all 
question (applause) ; and the Union falls, and falls for- 
ever 1 Now, I am not a disunionist. I love this Union 
for the memories of the past and for the hopes of the 
future. (Applause.) The blood of my ancestors was 
poured out around this city and throughout the South to 
rear aloft the proud banner of our glorious Union. I, as 
an humble descendant of theirs, feel bound to maintain 
this Union and the Constitution so long, and no longer 
than I can do it honorably and justly to myself and n»y 
countiy. But I do not yet despair of the Republic. Ifiu- 
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terUining, as I do, soch profound reipeet, nsj, almost 
venerat.on for the Justice of the Democracj of the 
North, I will y«t stand by you for a time, I will do aU 
that in me lies to heal these differences. I trust that the 
result of our deliberations will be the nomination of 
such a man as will give peace to the country and suc- 
cess to the great Democratic National Party of the 
Union. (Qreat applause.) 

The Convention having decided to proceed to 

ballot for President, at 4 p m , Wni, Howard, 

of TennessiiCf moved that two-thirds (202) of a 

full Convention (808) be required to nominate. 

which, after mucii discussion and confusion, was 

adopted — 141 to 112 — as follows: 

TiAS :-M line, 8 ; Haspachusetts, 8| ; Connecticut, 8^ ; 
, New- York, 86; New-.Iergey 6|; Pennsylvania, 17^ ; Dela- 
ware, 2 ; Maryland, 9 ; VirgiuiA, lb ; North Garohna, 10 ; 
Boutb Carolina, 1; Uisdouri, 4i; Tennessee, 11; Ken- 
tuclcy, 11 ; MtnnesotH, 1^; Califurnia, 4; Oregon, 8 — 141. 
Nats: — Maine, 5; New-Hampshire, 6; Vermont, A; 
Massachuse. u*. 4^; Khode Inland, 4; Connecticut, 8^\ 
New-Jersey, U ; Pennpylvania, 9^; Maryland, 2 ; Ar- 
kansas, 1; M >8uuri, 4| ; Tennessee, 1*. Kentucky, 1; 
Ohio, 28; Jmibma, 13; Illinois, 11; Michigan, 6; Wis- 
consin, 5; lowu, 4; Minnesota, 2^—112. 

Candidates were put in nomination, and the 
Convention proceeded to ballot, as follows : 
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I'.t Ballot 1451 

2 147 

8 148* 

4 149 

* 149^ 

« 149i 

7 IftOf 

8 16* 

9 160f 

It) 15i'* 

II 160* 

M 15i»i 

IH 140* 

14 150 

15 150 

16 150 

17 15> 

18 '51) 

19 15» 

20 15 » 

21 150* 

5fi Kx)i 

2^ 152f 

24 151* 

id5 IM* 

26 IM* 

27 151* 

2^ 151* 

29 151* 

8'» 151* 

31 151* 

88. 15-2* 

88 162f 

34 152* 

85 152 

86 151* 

87 151* 

88 IM* 

89 161* 

40 161* 

41 151* 

42 151* 

48 1.51* 

44 151.4 

45 151* 

46 151* 

47 151* 

48 151* 

49 15U 

60 16U 

61. l.M* 

62 161* 

68 16:* 

64 161* 

M.. 161* 

66 151* 

67 161* 
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12 
12 
12 
12 
U 
12 
11 
11 

12 
12 
12 
12 
12 



12 
12 
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85 42 7 

86* 41* 6* 

42 86 6* 

87* 41* 

87* 41 

89* 41 

8S* 41 

m 40* 4* 

41 89* 1 

89* 89 4 

89* 88 4 

89* 88 4 

89* 28* 1 

41 27 * 
41* 26* * 

42 26 * 
42 26 * 
41* 26 1 
41* 26 1 
42 26 * 
41* 26 * 
41* 26 i 
41* 25 * 
4* 25 1* 
41* 25 1* 
41* 25 12 
42* 25 12 12 
42 25 12* 12 
42 25 13 12 
4'5 25 18 11 
47* 82i 8 U 
47* 2-2* 8 11 
47* 22* 8 
47* 22* 5 
47* 22 4* 
48 22 4* 
64* 16 6^ 
66 16 6* 
66* 16 6* 
66* 16 5* 
66* 16 H 
66* 16 6 
65* 16 6 
65* 16 5 
65* 16 6 
65* 16 6 
6.H 16 6 
65* 16 6 
6^* 16 4 
65» 16 4 
65* 16 4 
6H 16 4 
65* 16 4 
61 20* 2 
65* 16 4 
66* 16 4 
6.^* 16 i 
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6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
7 
6 
6 
6 
R* 
6* 
6 
2» 

3»* 

12 2"* 

12 20* 

12 2»* 

12 20* 

12 2>»* 

12 2'* 

12 2')* 

12 20| 



19* 
19* 



12 19* 
12 9 
8 
8 
T* 

5* 

6* 

11 14* 

11 12* 

12 13 
12 18 

* 12* 

— 18 

— 12t 

— 12* 

— 12* 
— • U 

— Vi 

— vi 

— 13 
~ 13 

— 13 

— 13 

— 14 

— 14 

— 14 

— 14 
~ 14 

— 16 

— 14 

— 14 
*• 14 
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On the Sd of Maj, and the 10th daj of the 
session, Mr. Russell, of Virginia, offered the 
following : 

Jie8oPB4d, That when this Cnnrentfon adjourns to-day 
it adjuurn to re-assemble at Biltimore, Md., on Monda/ 
the Idth day of June, and that it be respectfully rccom* 
mended to the Democratic party of the several States te 
make provision for supplying ail VMcancies in their re- 
spective delegations to this Convention when it shall re- 
assemble. (Applause.) 

After the failure of attempts to change the 
place of meeting to New- York, Philadelphia, 
etc., and also to change the time to a later pe- 
riod, the resolre was adopted — 195 to 55— as 
follows : 

Tkas:— Maine, 6; NeW'Hamp)«h1re, 6; Termont, 6; 
Massachusetts, 10; Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 6; New- 
York, 86; New-Jersey, 2 ; Pennsylvania, 23*; Maryland, 
5; Virginia, 14* ; Aikansas, 1; Missouri, 6; Tennessee, 
7; Ohio, 28; Indiana, 18 ; IlUnol?, 11 ; Michigan, 6; Wis- 
consin, 6 ; Iowa 4, Minnesota, 4; California 8 — 196. 

Nats:— Maine, 8; Connecticut, 8; New-Jersey, 6; 
Pennsylvania, 8; Maryland, 8; Virginia,*; North-Caro- 
lina, 14, Missouri, 8 ; Tennessee, 5 ; Kentucky, 2 — 66. 

Gen. Cuahing. the President, made a brief 
speech, and the Convention adjourned to meet 
again in Baltimore, on the 18th of June suc- 
ceeding. 

8BCEDKR8. 

The retiring delegates met at St. Andrew^w 
Hall, and were waited on with manifestations of 
sympathy by a portion of the Wood Delegation, 
from New- York, who, howeyer, were not in- 
vited or admitted to seats. The seceders or- 
ganized by the appointiient of Senator James 
A. Bayard,of Delaware, as Chairman, and, after 
much animated discussion, adopted the follow- 
ing Platform : 

Jie»olv6d, That the Platform adopted by the Demo- 
cratic party at Cincinnati be affirmed, with tJhe following 
explanatory Resolutions : 

Jfirsif That the Government of a Territory organised 
by an act of Congress, is provisional and temporary; 
and, during its existence, all citisens of the United States 
have an equal right to settle with their property in the 
Territory without their rights, either of person or pro- 
perty, being destroyed or impaired by Congressional or 
Territorial Legislation. 

Second, That it is the duty of the Federal Government, 
in all its departinents, to protect when necessary the 
rights of persons and property in the Territories, and 
wr>erever else its Constitutionni authority extends. 

Third, Tliat when the settlers in a Territory having 
an adequate population funn a State Constitution In 
pursuance of law, the right of sovereignty commences, 
and, being consummated by admission into the Union, 
they stand on an equal footing with the people of other 
States ; and the State thus organised ought to be admit- 
ted into the Federal Union, wli'tiier its Constitution pro- 
hibits or recognises the institution of Slavery. 

JP'ourth, That the Democratic party are in favor of the 
acquisition of the Island of Cuba, on such terms as shall 
be honorable to ourselves and just to Spain, at the 
earliest practicable moment. 

lythf That the enactments of Sta^e Legiiilaturea to 
defeat the faithful execution of tlie Fugitive Slave Law, 
are hostile in character, subversive of the Constitution, 
and revolutionary in their effect. 

Siaih, Tliat the Democracy of the United States re- 
cognise it as the imperative duty of this Government to 
protect the naturalised citisen in all his rights, whether 
at home or in foreign lands, to the same extent as its 
native-l>orn citisens. 

Whsreatt one of the greatest necessities of the age, in 
a Political, Commercial, Postal Hud Military point of 
view, is a speedy communication between the Pacific and 
Atlantic coasts. Therefore, be it 

Jis80l9ed, That the Democratic party do hereby pledge 
themselves to use every means in their power to secure 
the passage of some bill to the extent of the Constitutional 
authority of Congress for the construction of a Pacific 
Railroad from the Misslasipoi IW^iv to the Pacific Ocean, 
at the earliest practicable o^.-xijit. 
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After talking for four days, the Seceders' Con- 
vention adjourned to meet in Richmond, Vir- 
ginia, on the second Monday in June. Dele- 
gates were present from the following States : 
Alabama, Texas, Arkansas, Missouri, Louisiana, 
M^ississippi, Florida, Georgia, South Carolina, 
Virginia, Delaware. 



THE SECEDERS AT RICHMOND. 

According to adjournment, the Seceding 
delegates met at Richmond, Va., on the 11th 
June. Delegates were present from Alabama, 
Arkansas, Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Georgia, 
South Carolina, Florida, 2d Congressional Dis- 
trict of Tennessee, and the 7th Electoral District 
of Virginia. The Hon. John Erwin, of Alabama, 
was chosen President, with several Vice-Presi- 
dents and Secretaries. The Convention adopted 
the following resolutions, and on the 12th, at 
12 o'clock) adjourned: 

Besolvsdj That as the delegation from States repre- 
sented in this Convention are assembled upon the basis 
of the platform recommended by a majority of the States 
at Charleston, which we indorse, we deem it unnecessary 
to take any further action on the subject at the present 
time. 

Jit solved^ That when this Oonventfon adjourn it 
adjourn to meet in this city on Thursd;iy, the 21st inst. ; 
provi<le<l that the President of this Convention may call 
it together at an earlier or a later day, if it be deemed 
necessary. 

The Convention reassembled on the 2l8t; 
but, without doing any business, adjourned to 
the following day, and so continued to meet and 
adjourn, awaiting the action of the Convention 
at Baltimore, till after the nomination of Breck- 
inridge and Lane ; when such of the Delegates 
as had not joined the Seceders in Baltimore, 
adopted the candidates and platform of the 
Breckinridge party, and adjourned sine die. 



THE NATIONAL DEMOCRATIC CONVEN- 
TION AT BALTIMORE. 

In accordance with the adjournment at 
Charleston, the National Democratic Convention 
reassembled at Baltimore, on Monday the 18th 
June, and held their sessions in the Front street 
theatre. 

At eleven o'clock, President Gushing, who appeared on 
the platform, but did not take the chair, directed the Se- 
cretHi-y to cull the roll of States in order to ascertain if 
the delegates were present. 

On the calling of the roll, the following States were 

J)und to be fully represented : Maine, New-Hampshire, 

Vermont Massachusetts, Rhode Island, New-YorfcrNew- 

nwf ^t' ??*""y'^'?,^» Virginia, North Carolina, Missouri, 

niLnJo nl w""' *"'°A"' Michigan, Wisconsin, Iowa, Min- 
nesota, California, Oregon. 

Connecticut was represented in' part, there being some 

T\70 delegates were present from Delaware. 
^1 »®!1 4u «^*^ of South Carolina was called, the Chair 

nrSent at'thi .^"'^ '''"^•' ^'^^^^ ^ ^'^"^d which were 
present at the adjournment of the Convention at Charles 
ton consequently South Carolina, Georgia, Florida 
wlreTotiT^'^^ ""'^'^'^^'^ A'rkansas\l.d T^t] 

Prl«iSpnf 57°*^ H**^'l,™'**^P'*^^e°«'on ^ to the time, the 
n.nt«l I'^^'^Y®* ''*""'8 '^"^ Convention to order til 12 
o'dock, when he took the chair and said : 

nlS.f Ti1''«"^ °^'',"'l C«»v«'^"ON : Permit me, in the first 
hire for thpSfi-'hi*"*^ ^*i" "P^° ^^^^ *>«'"« reassembled 
nteri^L of thl n* *^^ *''*7''"'' '^PO^ant duties in the 
LnH 1 h^J^f ^ Democratic party of the United States : 
and I beg leave, in the second place, to communicate to 
the Convention the state of the various branchea of its 



business, as they now come up for consideration before 
you. 

Prior to the adjournment of the Convention, two princi- 
pal subjects of action were before it. One, the adoption 
of ti«e doctrinal resolutions constituting tlie platform of 
the Convention ; the other, voting upon the question of 
the nomination of a candidate for the Presidency. 

In the course of the discussion on the adoption of a 
platform, the Convention adopted a vote, the effect of 
which was to amend the report of the majority of the 
Committee on Platform by substituting the r» port of the 
minority of that Committee; and after the adoption of 
that motion, and the substitution of the minority for the 
majority report, a division was called fur upon the 
several resolutions constituting that platform, being five 
in number. The Ist, 8d, 4th and 5th of those resolutions 
were adopted by the Convention, and the 2d was rejected. 
After the vote on the adoption of the 1st, 3d, 4t.h and 5tl» 
of those resolutions, a motion was made in each case to 
reconsider the vote, and to lay that motion of reconsid- 
eration upon the table. But neither of those motions to 
reconsider or to lay on the table was put, tne putting of 
those motions having been prevented by the intervention 
of questions of privilege, and the ultimate vote competent 
in such case, to wit, on the adoption of the report of the 
majority as amended by the report of the minority, had 
not been acted upon by the Convention, So that at tlie 
time when the Convention adjourned there remained 
pending before it these motions, to wit; To reconsider — 
the resolutions constituting the platforp, and the ulterior 
question of adopting the majority as amended by the 
substitution of the minority report. Those questions, and 
those only, as the Chair understood the motions before 
the Convention, were not acted upon prior to the adjourn* 
ment. 

After the disposition of the intervening questions of 
privilege, a motion was made by Mr. McCook, of Ohio, to 
proceed to vote for candidates for President and Vice- 
President. Upon that motion, the Convention instructed 
the Chair (not, as has been erroneously supposed, in the 
recess of the Convention, the Chair determining for tlie 
Convention, but the Convention instructing the Chair) to 
make no declaration of a nomination except upon a vote 
equivalent to two-thirds in the Electoral College of th« 
United States, and upon that balloting, no such vote be> 
ing given, that order was, upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia (Mr. Russell), laid on the table, for the 
purpose of enabling him to propose a motion, which he 
subsequently did, that the Convention adjourn from the 
city of Charleston to the city of Baltimore, and with a 
provision concerning the filling of vacancies embraced in 
the same resolution, which resolution the Secretary will 
please read. 
The Secretary read the resolution as follows : 

" Resolved, That when this Convention adjourns to-day, St 
adjourn to reassemble at Baltimore, Md., on Monday, the 18Ui 
day of June, and tlxat it be respectfully recommended to the 
Democratic narty of the several States, to make provision for 
supplying all vacancies in their respective delegates to this 
Convention when it shall reassemble.'' 

The President.— The Convention will thus perceive that 
the order adopted by it provided, among other things, 
that it is respectfully recommended to the Democratic 
party of the several States to make provisions for sup- 
plying all vacancies in their respectives delegation to this 
Convention when it shall reassemble. What is the con- 
struction <»f that resolution ? — what is the scope of its ap- 
plication ?— is a question not for the Chair to determine 
or to suggest to ttie Convention, but for the Convention 
itself to determine. 

However tliat may be. in the preparatory arrangements 
for tlie present assembling of this Convention, there were 
addressed to the Chair the credentials of members elected, 
or purporting to be elected, affirmed and confirmed by 
the original Convenrions and accredited to this Conven- 
tion. In three of those cases, or perhaps four, the cre- 
dentials were authentic and complete, presenting no 
question of controverting delegates. In four others, to 
wit— the States of Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana and Dele- 
ware — ^there were contesting applications. Upon those 
applications the Chair was called to determine whether 
it possessed any power to determine prima faci6 mem- 
bership of tills Convention. That question was presented 
'n its most absolute and complete form in the case of 
Mississippi, where there was no contest either through 
irregularity of form or of competing delegations, and so 
also in the cases of Florida, Texas and Arkansas. In 
those four States, there being an apparent autJienticity 
of commission, the Chair was called upon to determine 
the naked, abstract question whether he had power, per- 
emptorily and preliminarily, to determine xhe prima faoie 
membership of alleged members of this Convention. The 
Chair would gladly have satisfied himself that he hu^ this 
power, but upon examining the source of his power, to 



NATIONAL CONVENTIONS AND PLATFORMS. 



43 



wit — the rales of the House of Representatlyes — ^he was 
unable to discern that he had any aathoritjf eyen 
prima Jtusie^ to scrutinise and canyans credentials, 
although they were sucli as, upon their face, were free 
from contest or controversy either of form or of substance, 
and therefore he deemed it his duty to reserve the deter- 
mination of that question to be submitted to the Oonven- 
tion. And in due time the Ohair will present that ques- 
tion as one of privilege to this body. 

Gentlemen, the Convention is now in order for the 
transaction of basiness. 

The Address of the President was delivered 
in a clear, loud voice, with much emphasis, and 
was listened to with close attention. The state- 
ment of the position in which the business was 
left at the time of the adjournment at Charles- 
ton, created an evident sensation, inasmuch as it 
indicated that, according to the opinion of the 
Chair, the platform question, as well as the re- 
solution declaring that a vote equal to two-thirds 
of the full electoral college to be necessary to 
the nomination of a candidate for the Presi- 
dency, were each in a position to be again 
brought up for the action of the Convention. 

ADMISSION OF DELEGATES. 

Mr. Howard, of Tennessee, offered the following 
resolution : 

JSe8olv6d<, that the President of this Convention direct 
the Sergeant-at-Am« to issue tickets of admission to the 
delegates of the Convention as originally constituted and 
organized at Charleston. 

Mr. Cavanaugh, of Minnesota, moved to lay the reso- 
lution on the table, and upon Uiat motion called for a 
vote by States ; but by request withdrew his motion to 
permit Mr. Sanford E. Church, of N. Y., to offer the fol- 
lowing, which was read for the informaUon of the Con- 
vent, on and created much excitement : 

ResoUoed^ That the credentials of all persons claiming 
seats in this Convention made vacant by the secession 
of delegates at Charleston be referred to the Committee 
on Credentials, and said Committee is hereby instructed, 
as soon as practicable, to examine the same and report 
the names of persons entitled to such seats, with the 
district — ^understanding, however, that every person ac- 
cepting a seat in this Convention is bound in honor and 
good faith to abide by the action of this Convention and 
support its nominations. 

After a running debate on questions of order, 
in which Messrs. Cochrane, of N. Y., Saulsbury, 
of Del., Clark, of Mo., Montgomery, of Pa., 
Cavanaugh, of Min., and the Chair participated. 

Mr. Church moved his resolution as an amendment to 
that offered by Mr. Howard, and upon that he called for 
the previous question. 

Messrs. Gilmor and Randall rose to debate the qnes- 
tion, but the Chair ruled debate not in order. 

Mr. Avery, of Nortli Carolina.— I call for a division of 
^ tha question, so Uiat the first question shall be upon 
referring those credentials to the Committee, and the 
second question upon the proposition to initiate test- 
oaths in the Democratic Convention. [Applause.] 

The Chair could not entertain such a proposition at 
that time, as the previous question had been demanded. 
The question was — ^Would the Convention second the 
demand for the previous question ? 

Mr. Russell, of Ya.— I ask that this Convention will 
allow me to make a friendly, candid and sincere appeal 
to the gentleman who made the call for the previous 
question (Mr. Church, of New- York) to withdraw his 
call. 

The President.— The Chair has no anthority over that 
question. 

Mr. Russell.- 1 ask the Chair to appeal to the gentle- 
man to allow fair play in this Convention. 

Mr. Stuart, of Mich. — I insist that the Chair preserve 
order. 

The President.- The gentleman from Yirglnla (Mr. 
Russell) is not in order. 

Mr. RusselL— If we are to be constrained to silence, I 
beg gentlemen to consider the silence of Yirginia as 
somewhat ominous. (Applause and hisses.) 

The question was stated to be upon seconding the 
demand for the previous question. Being taken «<«a 
roo«, 

The President stated that the noes appeared to have it. 



Mr. Richardson, of IIL, doubted the announcement, 
and asked that the vote be taken by States, which was 
ordered. 

Mr. Brodhead, of Pa., stated that Mr. Church was 
willing to withdraw his call for the previous question. 

The Chair decided that it was too late. 

Mr. Saulsbury, of Delaware, moved a recess to 4 p.m. 
Lost: 78f to 178^. 

Mr. Howard, of Tennessee. — ^I hold in my hand a respect- 
ful communication from one of the States of this Union, 
Mississippi, not now represented upon this floor, addressed • 
to the President of this Convention. I desire that it be 
read for the information of the Convention. 

The President. — It can only be done by common consent, 
as the seconding the demand for the previous question Is 
now pending. 

Cries of " object," " object," ttom various quarters. 

The President— Objection being made to readhig this 
communication, the Secretary will proceed to call the roll 
of States upon the seconding the demand for the previous 
question. 

The question being then taken by States upon second- 
ing the demand for the previous question, it was not 
agreed to. 

Yba&— Maine, 6 ; New-Hampshire, 5 ; Vermont, 4} ; 
Massachusetts, 4 ; Connecticut, 8^ ; New-Jersey, 2^ ; Penn- 
sylvania, 9^; Maryland, 2; Missouri, 2^; Tennessee, 8; 
Kentucky, U; Ohio, 28; Indiana, 18; Illinois, 11; Michi- 
gan, 6; Wisconsin, 6; Iowa, 4 ; Minnesota, 2i— 108i. 

Nats. — Maine, 2; Vermont, \\ Massachusetts, 8J; 
Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 2— one absent ; New-York, 
86; New^ersey, 4i; Pennsylvania, 161; Delaware, 2;. 
Maryland, 6 ; Virginia, 16; North Carolma, 10 ; Arkansas, 
1 ; Missouri, 6^ ; Tennessee, 8 ; Kentucky, lOi ; Minne- 
sota, li; California, 4; Oregon, 8— 140f. 

On calling the roll, the New- York delegation asked per- 
mission to retire fur consultation, and during the interim 
there was an entire cessation of business. The vote of the 
State as a unit was finally rendered against the call for tiie 
previous question. 

The question was then stated to be upon the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. Gilmor, of Pennsylvania, offered the following 
amendment to Mr. Church's resolution : 

RMoUoed^ That the President of the Convention be di- 
rected to issue tickets of admission to seats in the Conven- 
tion, to the delegates from the States of Texas, Florida, 
Bfississippi, and Arkansas, in which States there are no 
contesting delegations. 

Without tak&g a vote on Mr. Gilmor^s resolution, the 
Convention, on motion of Mr. Randall, of Pa., took a re- 
cess till 6 P.M. 

When the Convention reassembled, the President said : 
Mr. Randall, of Pennsylvania, has the floor upon an 
amendment moved by Mr. Gilmor, of Pennsylvania. 

Before proceeding in the debate, the Chair begs leave to 
state to the Convention that he has had placed in his hands 
the credentials of gentlemen claiming seats in the Conven- 
tion, from the States of Delaware, Georgia, Alabama, Flo- 
rida. Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, and Arkansas, includ- 
ing in that enumeration the letter presented to the Con- 
vention, in his place, by Mr. Howard, of Tennessee, in be- 
half of the gentlemen claiming seats from the State of 
Mississippi, and in addition to that, there has been ad- 
dressed to the Chair, a communication from Mr. Chaffee, 
claiming a seat from the State of Massachusetts. The Chair 
deems it his duty to communicate the fact to the Conven- 
tion that those several documents have been placed in his 
hands, to be presented at the proper time to the considera- 
tion of the Convention. 

Mr. Gilmor, of Pennsylvania. — I have made a small ad- 
dition to the amendment I offered this morning to the 
amendment of the gentleman from New-York ( Mr. Church), 
for the purpose of covering the cases mentioned by the 
Chair just now. 

The amendment, as modified, was read as follows : 

JResoUoedy That the Pinident of the Convention be au- 
thorized to issue tickets of admission to seats in this Con- 
vention, to the delegates from the States of Arkansas, 
Texas, Florida, and Mississippi, in which States there are 
no contesting delegations, and that In those States, to wit : 
Delaware, Cheorgia, Alabama, and Louisiana, where fhere 
are contesting delegations, a Committee on Credentials 
shall be appomted, by the several delegalions, to report 
upon said States. 

After discussing points of order, Mr. Clark, of Missouri, 
offered a substitute for Mr. Gilmor's amendment, which 
was read for the information of the Convention, as fol 
lows: 

Strike out the proviso tu the amendment of Mr. Church, 
of New-York, and add the following : 

RMolcedy That the citiMns of the several States of the 
Union have an equal right to setUe and remain In t^e Ter. 
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riiories of fhe United Sfcrtet, and to hold ttwreln, niimo- 
lested by any legislaUon wbatever, tlraSr riave and other 
property ; and that this Convention recognises the <q>!nion 
•f the Supreme Court of the United States in the Dred 
Scott case, as a true exposiUon of the Gonstitution in re- 
gard to the rights of the citliens of the several States and 
Territories of the Tlnited States, upon all sadqjectsoonoem- 
ing which it treats ; and that the memben of this Conven- 
timi pledge themselves, and require all others who may be 
authorized as delegates to make the same pledge, to sup- 
port the Democratic candidates, fairlv and in good faith, 
nominated by this Convention according to the usages ox 
the National Democratic Party. 

Mr. Randall then took the floor and opposed the amend- 
ment of Ur. Church, and favored that of Mr. Oilmor. 

The amendment of the gentleman from New York iin* 
poses a condition upon the returning members of the 
several States that seceded at Charleston. I deny the 
power of the Convention to Impose any such condition. 
The right of their constituents is unqualified and 
beyond the power of this Convention, to send their re- 
presentatives to this body without condition and without 
limitation. ( Applause and hisses). It Is an interference 
with the right of the constituents of seven seceding 
States to impose any qualification upon their represent- 
atives in this body. I deny its equity or its justice. We 
who sit here— the honorable gentleman who moved the 
amendment, the President, the Vice-Presidents of this 
body— all who sit here, are unfettered by any such 
limitation or condition. (Applause.) What Justice in 
imposing upon others the condition that they shall come 
in here as slaves, with the bands and the iron fetters 
about them, with no right to exercise their Judgment or 
their patriotism, except as the minority of this body 
may choose to indicate ? I deny the power or the right. 
The proposition has been put in the least offensive 
■hape. 

It is said in the amendment that it is " understood.*' 
Understood 1 an apology for the broad declaration of a 
naked invasion of the rights of freemen. Not that the 
members of this body thus admitted have denied the 
right, but it id understood that they are pledged to do 
wh&t other members are not pledged to do — to conform 
to the decision of the msjority. Mr. President and gen- 
tlemen, 1 invoke you to look at the injustice of every 
such qualification — ^a qualification which no honorable 
man, except under very peculiar circumstances, could 
ever submit to ; a qualification which it is known that 
the representatives of these seven seceding States will 
never submit to. (Applause and hisses.) But, Mr. Pre- 
sident and brethren of the great Democratic family, 
who are now contending for the success of the Demo- 
cratic cause, I ask you to halt, not simply upon the 
Ip-onnd of right and Justice, but of policy. Not a mem- 
ber of this body but knows that the representatives of 
those States will not give any such pledge (applause 
and hisses); that it is tantamount to a declaration of 
secession ftom the body. (Applause and hisses.) 

The debate was continued by Messrs. Richardson, of 
111., Cochrane, of N. Y., Montgomery, of Pa., Merrick, 
of la. King, of Mo., and West of Ct., against Mr. Gll- 
mor's amendment, and by Messrs. Russell, of Va., 
Bwing, of Tenn , Loring, of Mass., Hunter, of Mo., 
Avery, of N. C, and Atkins, of Tenn., in favor. At last, 
Mr. Atkins moved the previous question, which was sus- 
tained, 2-38 to 18i, and the Convention adjourned till 
Tuesday morning. 

On the reassembling of the Conyention, Mr. Church 
asked and obtained unanimous consent to make a pro- 
position which he thought would produce harmony. Ue 
•aid: 

Upon consultation with the gentleman (Mr. Gilmor , 
who moved that amendment to my amendment, we 
have agreed, if it meets the approbation of this Conven- 
tion, for the purpose of harmonising the aetion of this 
Convention, to an arrangement alike honorable to both 
sides, and whicli, if carried out, will terminate the con- 
troversy as to pending questions. The proposition wlHch 
has been made and accepted is simply this : The gentle^ 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. Oilmor) is to withdraw his 
amendment to my amendment, and then I am to with* 
draw the latter part of ray resolutions, leaving only a 
simple resoluUon'of reference to the Committee on Cre- 
4Mtiala. (Applause). 

This proposition was accepted, and the resolution, as 
thos amended, was adopted without a division. Vacan* 
des in the Committee on Credentials were filled, and the 
committee, as now constituted, oonsiated ef the foUowtaig 
gentlemen : 

O. D. Jameson, Me. ; A. P. Hugfaea, N. H. ; Stephen 
Thomas, Vt. ; Oliver Stevens, Mass. ; Ckorge U. Brown, 
K. I. : James Gallagher, Conn. ; Deloa De Wolfe, N. Y. ; 



Md. ; EL W. Hobbard, Va. ; R. R. Bridges, N. O. : U F. 
Perry, & C. ; James B. Steadman, Ohio ; W. H. Carrol, 
Tenn. ; & A. HaU, Ind. ; W. J. Allen, IIL ; John M. 
Krum, Mo. ; Benj- Pollet, Mich. ; D. 0. Pinch, Iowa ; 
P. a SmiU^ Wis. ; H. H. Sibley, Minn. ; J. U. Beverly, 
Del ; Isaac J. Ittevens, Oregon ; Qt, U. Morrow, Ken 
tacky; D. B. Gregory, CaL 

A paper was presented from Mr. O'Failon, of JUissonrl, 
who had acted at Charleston in the place of one of the 
regularly appointed delegates lh>m that State, but had 
been refused a ticket in Baltimore, asking admission. — 
llis case was referred to the Committee on Credentials. 

The memorial of the contesting delegates from Arkan- 
sas was also presented, and was handed to the Commit- 
tee on Credentials. And the Committee took a recess 
till 6 p.if., at which time it reassembled, but, the Com- 
mittee on Credentials not being ready to report^ the 
(k>nvention, without transacting any business, adjourned 
to 10 o'clock the following day, 90th. 

The Convention met at the usual hour, on 
Wednesday, the 20th, but, in consequence of tfao 
delay of the Committee on Credentials in report- 
ing, no business was transacted. 

REPORT or THE COMMITTEE ON CREDENTIALS. 

On Thursday, the 21st, the Committee on 
Credentials presented their report, or rather re- 
ports, for there were three ; the majority report 
being presented by Mr. Krum, of Missouri, as 
follows : 

1st. Reaohitd^ That George H. Gordon, S. Barksdale, 
W. P. Barry, H. C. Chambers, Jos. R. Davis, Beverly Mat- 
thew, Charles Clarke, W. L. FeatherstoiK P. F. Slidell, 
C. G. Armiatead, W. F. Avaunt, and T. J. Hucston, are 
entitled to seats in this Convention as delegates from the 
State of Mississippi. 

2d. JisHolvedt That Pierre Soul6, F. Cotterman, R. C. 
Wickliffe, Michael Ryan, Maunsell White, Charles Bien- 
venala, Gustav Lenroy, J. C Morse, A. S. Heron, N. D. 
Colburn, J. N. T. Richardson and J. L.Walker are entitled 
to seats in this Convention as delegates from the State of 
Louisiana. 

8d. Xssoleedj That R. W. Johnson, T. 0. Hindman, J. 
P. Johnson, Henry Carroll, J. Gould, and John A. Jor- 
dan, be entitled to seats as Delegates from the State of 
Aritansas, with power to cast Pwo votes, and that Thonlas 
U. Bradley, M. Hooper, and D. C. Cross be also admitted 
to seats as delegates from the same State, with power to 
cast one vote ; and. In case either portion of said dele- 
gates shall refiise or neglect to take their said seats ahd 
to cast their said votes, the other portion of said dele- 
gates taking seats in this Convention shall be entitied to 
cast the entire three votes of said State. 

4th. Bewh>6d^ That J. M. Bryan, F. R. Lubbock. ¥■. 8. 
Stockdale, E. Green, H. R. Runnels, Wm. B. Ochutree, 
M. W. Car^, Wm. H. Parrows, K. Ward, J. F. Crosby, B. 
Burrows, and V. U. Manning are entitled to seats firom 
Texas. 

6th. Reaoimed^ That James A. Bayard and William G. 
Whiteley are entitied to seats from the county of New- 
Castle, DeL 

6th. Be9olc6d, That K. S. ChaflTee, who was duly admit- 
ted at Charleston as a delegate from the fifth congress- 
ional district of Massachusetts, is stiU entitled to said seat 
in this Convention, and that B. F. HaUett, who has ae- 
sumed said seatw is not entitled thereto. 

7th. jRaaolvedt That John O'Fallon, who was duly ad- 
mitted at Charleston as a delegate from the eighth electo- 
ral district of Missouri, is still entitled to said seat in this 
Convention, and that Jolinson B. Gardy, who haa ae- 
aumed said seat, is not entitied thereto. 

8th. Hesohtea, That R. A. Baker, D. 0. Humphrty, 
John Forsyth, Wm. Jewett, I. I. Seibles, S. C. Posey, 
L. £. Parsons, Joseph C. Bradley, Thomas B. Cooper, 
James Williams, C. U. Brynan, Daniel W. Weakley, 
L. M. B. Martyr, John W. Howard, W. R. R. Wyatt, B. 
Hanson, Thos. M. Matthews, andNorbert M. Lord are en- 
titled to seats in the Convention as delegates from tbe 
State of Alabama. 

9th, Seaolved. That the delegation from the State of 
Georgia, of which U. L. Benning is chairman, be ad- 
mitted to seats in the Convention, with power to easion** 
half of tbe vote of said State, and that ihe delegation 
from said State, of which CoL Gardner is ohairman^ be 
also admitted to the Convention, with power to oast one- 
half of the vote of said SUte ; and if either ef said dele- 
gationt refuse or neglect to cast ttie vote as abbve Indi- 
cated, that in said case the delegates present in the Con- 
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Mr. StevenSf of Oregon. — ^I rise, Mr. President, to pre- 
sent the lepot of a minority of the Committee on ere* 
dentials, and 1 will proceed to read it ; 

MINORITY REPORT. 

To fJie President <\f (he Demooralic NcUional Oonven- 

tion: 

Sir : We, the undersigned, members of the Committee 
on Credent alH, feel constrained to dissent from many of 
the views and a large portion of the action of the major- 
ity of the Committee in respect to the rights of delegates 
to seat^ refe.red to them by the Conyention, and to re- 
spectfully recommend the adoption of th^ following reso- 
lutions : 

1. JteHol/f>ed^ That B. F. Hallett is entitled to a seat in 
this Coiiventioa, as a delegate from the &th Congression- 
al district uf the State of Massachusetts. 

2. HtHoUeed^ That Johnson B. Gardy is entitled to a 
seat in this Convention as a delegate from the Sth Con- 
gressional' dbtrict of the State of Missouri. 

8. Jtettoloed^ That James A. Bayard and William G-. 
Whitetey are entited to seats in this Convention 83 dele- 
gates f om the State of Delaware. 

4. SMttlioeii ^ That the delegation headed by R. W. 
Johnson aro entitled to seats in this Convention as dele- 
gates ft-om the State of Arkansas. 

5. JteHolved^ That the delegation of which George W. 
Bryan )s chairman are entitled to seats la this Conven- 
tion from the State of Texas. 

6. £6tt<dved. That the delegation of which John Tarle- 
ton Is chairman are entitled to seats in this convention 
as delegates from the State of Louisiana. 

7. Be«ol«ed^ That the delegation of which L. P. Walker 
to chairuian are entitled to seats in this Convention as 
delegates from the State of Alabama. 

8. That the delegation of which Henry L. Benning Is 
chairman are entitled to seats in this Convention as dele- 
gates from the State of Georgia. 

9. £esoleedy That the delegation from the State of 
Florida accredited to the Charleston Convention are in- 
vited to take seats in tliis Convention and cast the vote 
of the State of Florida. 

The Committee presented an elaborately 
argufed report to sustain their resolutions, which 
was signed by 

X. I. Stkysns, Oregon, £. W. Hubbard, Ya., 
A. R. Spker, N. J., R. R. Bridorrs, N. C., 
H. M. North, Penn., W. H. Carroll, Tenn., 
John H. Bewlet, Del., Gbo. H. Morrow, Ky., 
D. S. Gregory, Cal. 

In the points of difference between the ma- 
jority and minority reports of the Committee 
on Credentials, I concur in the conclusions of 
the minority report in the cases of Georgia, 
Alabama, Missouri and Massachusetts. 

Aaron V. Hughes, New-Hampshire. 

Mr. Gittings, of Maryland, presented still an- 
other report, concluding with the following 
resolutions : 

Setolvedf That so much of the majority report of the 
Committee on Credentials as relates to Massachusetts, 
Missouri, Delaware, Aikansas, Georgia, Louisiana and 
Texas, be adopted. 

Heeolved^ That the delegation of which h. P. Walker 
h chairman, be, and they are hereby, declared the only 
rc^gularly authorized representatives of the State of 
Alabama, and as such are entitled to seata in the 
National Democratic Convention. 

Mr. Stevens demanded the previous question, 
which was sustained by the Convention^ and 
the main question was ordered, but, without 
taking the vote, the Convention adjourned. 

When the Convention assembled on the 22d, 
Mr. Gittings withdrew his report, which brought 
the minority report proper — that of Mr. Ste- 
vens, of Oregon — lirst in order, and the question 
being put on the substitution of the whole 
minority report for the report of the majority, 
the motion was lost, 100 j^ to 150, as follows : 

Tb4S — Maine, 2^: New-Hampshire^ i; Vermont, H; 
Massachusetts, 8 ; Connectl«at, 2^ ; New-g eney, 4 ; Paaa- 



sylvania, 17 ; Delaware, 2 ; Maryland, 5| ; Virginia, 14 ; 
North Carolina, 9 ; Arkansas, i ; Missouri, ; Tennessee, 
10 ; Kentucky, 1(V; Minnesota, U ; California, 4 ; Oregon, 
8—100*. 

Nats— Maine, 5i ; New Hampshire, 4^ ; Vermont, 8i ; 
Massachusetts, 5; Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 8i; 
New-York, 85 ; New-Jeisey, 8; Penuitylvania, 10; Mary- 
land, 2 ; Virginia, 1 ; Noi th Carolina, 1 ; Arkansas, i ; 
MissourL 4 ; Tennessee, 1 ; Kentucky, 2 ; Ohio, 28 ; In- 
diana, 18 ; Illinois, 11 ; Michigan, 6 ; Wisconsin, 5; Iowa, 
4 ; Minnesota, 2i— 150. 

Maryland, \ vote not voted ; Tennessee, 1 vote not cast 

The question then recurred on adopting the majority 
report. A division being called for, the vote was taken 
on the first resolution, admitting the original delegates 
from Mississlp ji, which was adopted almost unanimously, 
250to2i. 

The vote was then taken on the second resolution, 
admitting the Soule (Douglas) Delegates from Louisiana, 
which resulted— Ays, 168 ; Nays, 96— as follows : 

Yeas — Maine, 5i; New-Hampshire, 4^; Vermont, 4i; 
Massachusetts, 6; Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 8i; 
New-York, 35 ; New Jersey, 2| ; Pennsylvania, 10 ; Mary- 
land, 2^ ; Virginia, 1 ; North Catolina, 2 ; Arkansas, i ; 
Missouri, 4 ; Tennessee, 2 ; Kentucky, 2 ; Ohio, 28 ; In- 
diana, 18 ; Illinois, 11 ; Michigan, 6 ; Wisconsin, 6 ; Iowa, 
4; Minnesota, 21—158. 

Nats— Maine, 2i; New-Hampshire, i; Vermont, i; 
Massachusetts, 8; Connecticut, 2^ ; New-Jersey, 4i ; 
Pennsylvania, 17 ; Delaware, 2 ; Maryland, 5^ ; Virginia, 
13 ; North Carolina, 8 ; Arkansas, i ; Missouri, 6 ; Ten- 
nessee, 10; Kentucky, 10; Minnesota, 1^; California, 
4; Oregon, 8— 88. 

So the second resolution was adopted. 

The question was then taken on the third resolution, ad- 
mitting CoL Uindmanand his colleagues (the original dele- 
gates) with power to cast two votes, and Mr. Hooper and 
his colleagues (the contestants) with power to cast one 
vote ;• and providing that, if either set of delegates refuse 
to take seats, the other shall be entitled to cast the whole 
vote of the State, (Arkansas). 

A division of the question being called for, the Preddent 
decided that the resolution was divisible. 

The question was taken on the three several propositions, 
viz. :— 1st. The admission of the Hindman delegates, which 
was adopted, 182 to 69. 2d. The admission of the Hooper 
delegates, which was adopted, 150 to 100|-. 8d. On the 
giving power to one set to oast the whole vote if tibe other 
set withdrew, which was adopted without a division. 

A vote was then taken on the fourth resolution of the 
majority report, admitting the original delegation from 
the State of Texas, which was adopted almost unani- 
mously. 

A vote was next taken on the fifth resolution, admittfat|^ 
Bayard and Whiteley from Delaware. Adopted without di- 
vision. 

The sixth resolution, giving R. L. Chaffee the seat in tb^ 
Massachusetts delegation contested by Mr. Hallett, was 
then adopted — yeas, 1S8, nays, li i^. 

Mr. Stuart, of Micliigan, at this point, made motions to re- 
consider each vote taken, and to lay the same on the ta- 
ble, it being understood that the motions were not to be 
put till votes on all the propositions had been taken. 

The seventh resolution, declaring J. O'Fallon entitied to 
the seat in the Missouri delegation claimed by John B. 
Gardy, was then adopted — ^yeas, 188^, nays, 112. 

The eighth resolution, admitting the contesting delegates 
from Alabama, was next adopted. Yeas, 14^^ ; Nays, 
lOU. 

The question then being on the ninth and last resc^ution 
of the majority report, admitting both delegations from 
Oeorgia, and dividing the vote or the State between them, 
with the provision that, if either refused to take seats, the 
remaining delegates cast the vote of the State. 

Before the vote was taken, Mr. Seward, of Oeorgia, pre- 
sented a communication from Col. Gardner, Chairman of 
the contesting delegates from Georgia, withdrawing from 
the contest, and the resolution was lost — 106^ to 145. The 
original (seceding; delegation from Georgia, headed by 
H. L. Benning, was subsequently admitted. 

The President stated the next question to be upon lay- 
ing upon the table the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the Convention refused to substitute the resolu- 
tions reported by the minority of the Committee on Cre- 
dentials for those reported by the majority of said Com- 
mittee. 

The question being then taken by States, the motion to 
lay on the table was not agreed to — yeas, 118i ; Nays, 128| 
— «8 fellows : 

Ykas— Maine, 5^ ; New-Hampshire, 8 ; Vermont, 4} ; 
Massachusetts, o ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 8^ ; New- 
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.'ersey, 81; Pdnngylvania, 10 ; Maryland, 2; North Caro- 
lina, 1 ; Arkansas, i ; Missouri, 4^ ; Kentucky, 2 ; Otiio, 
2:{ ; Indiana, 18 ; Illinois, 11 ; Allcliigan, 6 ; Wisconsin, 5; 
Iowa, 4 ; Minnesota, 2}' — 118f . 

Nats — ^Maine, 2^ ; New-Hampshire, 2 ; Vermont, i ; 
Massachusetts, 8 ; Connecticut, 2i ; New- York, 85 ; New- 
Jersey, 8i ; Pennsylvania, 17 ; Delaware, 2 ; MarjUand, 
6 ; Virginia, 15 ; North Carolina, 9 ; Arkansas, i ; Missouri, 
ik; Tennessee, 12; Kentuclcy, 10; Minnesota, 1^\ Cali- 
fornia, 4; Oregon, 8— 188^. 

When New-York was called, her delegates asked time 
to consult, but finally gave her thirty-fire votes against 
the motion to lay upon the table, which, had it prevailed, 
would have precluded all further reconsideration of the 
subject. 

The question recurred upon the motion to reconsider the 
vote rejecting the minoidty resolutions. 

Mr. Cessna, of Pa., moved the previous quesMon, which 
was sustained, and the question being taken by States, 
the motion to reconsider was rejected — 108 to 149— as fol- 
lows: 

Yeas -Maine, 2^; New-Hampshire, 2 ; Vermont, 1 ; Mas- 
sachusetts, 8 ; Connecticut, 2^ ; New-Jersey, 4^ ; Pennsyl- 
vania, 17 ; Delaware, 2 ; Maryland, 6 ; Virginia, 15 ; North 
Carolina, 9 ; Arkansas, ^ ; Missouri, 4i ; Tennessee, 10 ; 
Kentucky, 10 ; Minnesota, 1^ ; OaliforiUa, 4 ; Oregon, 8 — 
103. 

Nats — Maine, 5} ; New-Hampshire, 8 ; Vermont, 4 ; Mas- 
sachusetts, 5 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, ^ ; New- 
York, 85; New-Jersey, 24; Pennsylvania, 10; Maryland, 
2 ; North Carolina, I ; Arkansas, i ; Missouri, 44 ; Ten- 
nessee, 2 ; Kentucky, 2 ; Oliio, 23 ; Indiana^ 13 ; Illinois, 
11 ; Michigan, 6 ; Wisconsin, 5 ; Iowa, 4 ; IfLmnesota, 2^ — 
149. 

The several motions to lay on the table the question of 
reconsidering the votes by which each of the resolutions 
of the majority had been adopted, were then put and car- 
ried in the affirmative, and the several delegates who had 
been voted ki were then admitted to seats. 

VIRGINIA WITHDRAWS. 

Mr. Russell, of Virginia.— If it be the pleasure of your- 
self, Mr. President and the Convention, I will now make 
the brief announcement of which I made mention this 
morning. 

I will detain the Convention but a very brief time. I 
understand that the action of this Convention upon the 
various questions arising out of the reports from the 
Committee on Credentials has become final, complete and 
irrevocable. And it has become my duty now, by direc- 
tion of a large majority of the delegation from Virginia, 
respectfully to inform this body that It is inconsistent 
with their convictions of duty to participate longer in its 
deliberations. (Loud applause in the Convention and in 
the galleries, with loud cries from the galleries.) 

The disorder continued for some minutes, after which 

Mr. RuBsell resumed — The delegates from Virginia, 
.who participate in this movement, have come to the con- 
clusion which I have announced, after long, mature and 
anxious deliberation, and after, in their Judgment, hav- 
ing exhausted all honorable efforts to obviate this neces- 
sity. In addition to the facts which appear upon your 
record, I desire ihe attention of this body long enough 
only to state that it is ascertained that tlie delegations 
to which you, sir, under the order of this Convention, 
have Just directed ticlcets to be Issued — some of them at 
least and all of them whom we regard as the representa- 
tives of the Democracy of their States— will decline to 
join here in the deliberations of this body. For the rest, 
the reasons which impel us to take this important step 
will be rendered to those to whom only we are responsi- 
ble, the Democracy of the Old Dominion. To you, sir, 
and to the body over which you preside, I have only to 
say in addition that we bid you a respectful adieu. 

The portion of tlie delegation from Virginia which re- 
tired then left their seats and proceeded out of the Hall, 
shaking hands with members of various delegations as 
they passed along. 

Mr. Moffatt, of Virginia — made a speech in 
defense of his course, and that of his colleagues 
who remained in the Convention. 

WITHDRAWAL OF NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. Lander, of North Carolina. — Mr. President, painful 
as the duty is, it is, nevertheless, my duty to announce 
here, as a representative of the delegates from North Caro- 
lina, that a very large majority of them are compelled to 
retire permanently from this Convention on account of the 
uujust action, as we conceive, that has this day been per- 
petrated upon some of our sovereign States and feliow 
citizens ^ th« South. We of tiie South have heretofore 



maintidned and supported the Northern Democracy for the ■ 
reason that they are willing to attribute to us in the South 
equality in the Union. The vote to-day has satisfied ttie 
majority of the North Carolina delegates that, that being 
refused by our brethren of the Northern Democracy, North 
Carolina — Rip Van Winkle, as you may call her— «an no 
longer remain in this Convention. The rights of sovereign. 
States and of gentlemen of the South have been denied by 
a majority of this body. We cannot act, as we conceive, 
in view of this wrong. I use the word " wrong " with nc 
intention to reflect upon those gentlemen of the Nortt. 
Carolina delegation who differ with me or with the majority 
of the delegation. For these reasons, without assigning 
any more, as I have no idea of intlicting a speech upon 
this Convention, who are in no state of preparation to re- 
ceive it, I announce that eight out of ten of the votes of 
North Carolina ask to rctu*e. 

WITHDRAWAL OF TENNESSEE. 

Mr. Ewing, of Tennessee. — Mr. President, in behalf of 
the delegation from Tennessee, I beg leave to address this 
Convention upon this occasion, so important, and, to us, 
so solemn in its consequences. The delegation from Ten- 
nessee have exhibited, so far as they knew how, every dis- 
position to harmonize tlds Convention, and to bring ita 
labors to a happy result. They were the first, when the 
minority platform was not adopted, to seek for some pro- 
position for compromise — something that would enable us 
to «jirmonize. They have a candidate who waa dear to 
them. They cast away his prospect for the sake of har- 
mony. They have yielded all that they can. They have 
endeavored, with all their power, to accomplish the result 
they came here for; but they fear that thb result is not to 
be accomplished in a manner that can render a just and 
proper account to their constituents. We have consulted 
together, and, after anxious and long deliberation, without 
knowing exactly what phase this matter might finally prer 
sent, we have not adopted any decisive rule for our action ; 
but a large majority of our delegates — some twenty to four 
— ^have decided that, upon the result now obtained, we 
shall ask leave of this Convention to retire, that we may 
consult and announce our final action. We shall take no 
further part in the deliberations of tliis Convention, unless 
our minds should change ; and of that I can offer vou no 
reasonable hope. ^ 

A PORTION OF MARYLAND WITHDRAWS. 

Mr. Johnson, of Maryland. — Mr. President, I am author- 
ized by my colleagues to report the state of facts in regard 
to a portion of the Maryland delegation. Representing, 
in part, a district in Maryland upon which the first blood 
of the irrepressible conflict was shed, a district which sent 
fifteen men in midwinter to the rescue of Philadelphia 
and New-Jersey, we are obliged now to take a step which 
dissolves our connection with you, and to bid you a final 
adieu. We have made all sacrifices for the grand old 
Democratic party, whose mission it has been to preserve 
the Constitution and to care for the Republic for more 
than sixty years, until it now seems as if you were going 
to substitute a man in the place of principle. (Calls to 
order.) I desire to be respectful. I desire to say that the 
action of the majority of the late Convention — a majority 
created by the operation of a technical unit rule imposed 
upon the Convention contrary to Democratic precedent 
and usage— States have been disfranchised, and districts 
deprived of their rights, until, in our opinion, it is no longer 
consistent with our honor or our rights, or the rights of 
our constituents, to remain here. Cherishing deeply and 
warmly the remembrance of the many gallant deeds you 
have done for us in times past, hoping that hereafter no 
occasion may ever ocour to weaken this feeling, I now, on 
behalf of the representatives of Maryland, tell you that 
in all future time, and in all future contests, our lot is cast 
with the people of the South. Their God shall be our God, 
and their country our country. (Applause.) 

Mr. Glass, of Virginia, declined any further 
participation in the proceedings of the ConveB- 
tion, but did not indorse the action of his col* 
leagues in withdrawing. 

Mr. Watterson, of Tennessee, declined to 
withdraw. 

CALIFORNIA WITHDRAWS — AN EXCITEHSVT. 

Mr. Smith, of California, said : >Vhile I cannot lay 
with the gentieman from Tennessee (Mr. Jones) that my 
Democracy dates back to that time of which I have no r« 
collection, yet I can say that it is unspotted as the vault 
of heaven. California lit here with melancholy face- 
California is here with a lacerated heart, bleeding ami 
weeping over the downfall and the destruction of thv I><»- 
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moeMtle party. {kVfUMKX and laughter.) Tef , sir, the 
destruction of Uie Democratic party, consummated by 
assassins now grinning upon this floor. (Loud cries or 
'* order," " order," " put him out," and great confusion.) 

DELAWARE WITHDRAWS. 

Mr. Sanlsbnry did not desire to occupy the attention of 
the Convention but for a moment. The delegates from his 
Btate had done all in their power to promote the harmony 
and unity of this Convention, and it was their purpose to 
continue to do so. I am, however, insiruct«d by the 
delegation to announce that they desire to be excused 
from voting on any farther ballots or votes, unless cir- 
cumstances should alter this determination. It* is our 
desire to be left free to act or not act, their desire being 
to leave the question open for the consideration of their 
constituents after their return home. 

Mr.' Steele, of North Carolina, briefly addressed the 
Convention, stating that he, for the present, at least, 
should not retire. 

After explanations and debate, the motion " Shall the 
main question be now put," (to go into nomination of can- 
didates for President and Yice-Presidtnt) was carried, and 
the Convention adjourned. 

KENTUCKY WITHDRAWS IN PART. 

On Saturday (28d), Mr. Caldwell, of Kentucliy, in be- 
half of the delegation from that State, said : 

The circumstances in which we (the Kentucky Dele- 
gation) are placed are exceedingly embarrassing, and we 
have not therefore been enabled to come to an entirely 
harmonious jionclusion. The result is, however, that nine 
of the delegates of Kentucky remain in the Convention, 
(applause.) There are ten delegates who withdraw from 
tiie Convention. 

The exact character of their withdrawal is set forth in a 
single parngraph, with tlieir names appended, which I 
desire the Secretary to read before I sit down. There are 
five others — completing the delegation-^who desire for 
tlie present to suspend their connection with the action 
of thTs Convention. I will add here, that there may be 
no misunderstanding, that I mysel f am one of those five, 
and we have aluo signed a short paper, which I shall also 
%dk the Secretary to read to the Convention. 

I am Requested by those who withdraw from the Con- 
vention, and by those who suspend their action for the 
present with the Cnnvention, to say tltut it is their wish 
tiiat their seats in tliis Con/ention sIimII not be filled or 
occupied by any others ; aid tliat j)o one shall claim the 
riglit to cast their votes. The right of those remaining in 
the Convention to cast their individual vote, is not oy us 
questioned in any degree. But we enter our prutest 
against any one casting our vote. 

I will ask the Secretary to read the papers I have indi- 
'"aied, and also one which a gentleman of our delegation 
liH^ handed me, which he desires tu be read. I ask tliat 
the three papers be read. 

The first paper read was signed James 6.- 
Leach, the writer of which animadverted in 
rather strong terms upon the action of the Con- 
vention, in the matter of the admission and 
rejection of delegates from certain States. The 
commanication was regarded as disrespectful to 
the Convention, and, on motion of Mr. Payne, 
of Ohio, it was returned to the writer. The 
Secretary then read the other two communica- 
tions from the Kentucky delegation as follows : 

To ih6 Hon. Caleb Gushing^ President of the National 
Demooraiio CowoeiUion^ assembled in the city of 
BaiUmore: 

The Democratic Convention for the State of Kentucky, 
held in the city of Frankfort, on the 9th day of January, 
ld6**, among others, adopted the following resolution : 

JUsolced^ That we pledge the Democracy of Kentucky 
to an honest and industrious support of the nominee of 
the Charleston Convention. 

i^ince the adoption of this resolution, and the assembling 
of this Convention, events have transpired not then con* 
templated, notwithstanding which we have labored dili- 
gently to preserve the harmony and unity of said Con- 
vention; but discord and disintegration have prevailed 
to such an ^extent that we feel that our efforts cannot 
accomplish this end. 

Therefore, without intending to vacate our seats, or to 
join or participate in any other Convention or organisa- 
tion in this city, and with the intention of again co- 
operating with this Convention, should its unity and. 
harmony b« restored by any future event, we now de- 



clare that we will not participate in the meantime In the 
deliberations of this Convention, nor hold ourselves or 
constituents bound by its action, but lenve both at fUll 
liberty to act as future circumstances may dictate. 
N. W. Williamson, W. Bradlkt, 

G. A. Caldwkll, Samdju. B. Fikld, 

Tnos. J. Young. 

Reaolieedy That the Chairman of our delegation be 
instructed to inform the Convention in our behalf that. In 
the present condition of that body, we deem it inconsist- 
ent with our duty to ourselves and our constituents to 
participate further in its deliberations. Our reasons for 
so doing will be given to the Democracy of Kentucky. 

J»0. DiSHMAN, L. ObKKN, 

J. S. Kendall, R. M Johnson, 

J(«. B. Beck, Cal. Bittlbr, 

D. W QUAKLBS, R. NlCKKR, 

COLBKRT CkCIL, JaMKS G. LBACH. 

Mr. Keed, of Ky., spoke briefly in defense ot 
the course of the nine delegates from that State, 
who remained with the Convention. 

MISSOURI DEFINES HER POSITION. 

Mr. Clark, of Missouri, announced as the re- 
sult of a consultation of a portion of the Mis- 
souri delegation, that two of that delegation 
had decided to withdraw from the Convention. 

Mr. Hill, of N. C, who had refused to retire 
with hi8 colleagues on the previous day, now 
announced his intention of withdrawing. 

Mr. Cessna, of Pennsylvania, called for the 
vote upon his resolution to proceed to nominate 
candidates for President and Vice-President. 

MR. CUSHINQ RESIGNS THE CHAIR. 

Mr. Cushing resigned his post as presiding 
officer, in a brief speech, and left the chair. 

Gov. Tod, of Ohio, immediately assumed the 
chair, and was greeted with enthusiastic and 
hearty cheers. After order was restored, he 
said : 

As the present presiding ofBcer of this Convention by 
common consent of my brother Vice-Presidents, witlt 
great diffidence I assume the chair. When I announce 
to you that for thirty-four years I have stood up in that 
district so long misrepresented by Joshua R. Giddings, 
with the Democratic banner in my hand (applause), I 
know that I shall receive tiie good wishes of this Conven- 
tion, at least, for the discharge of the duties of the chair. 
If there are no privileged questions intervening, the 
Secretary will proceed with the call of the States. 

MASSACHUSETTS DESIRES A HEARING. 

Mr. Butler, of Mass., addressed the chair, and desired 
to present a protest. Objection was made by Mr. 
Cavanaugli, of Minnesota, and the States were called ou 
the question of proceeding to a vote for President. 
When Massachusetts was called, Mr. Butler said : Mr. 
President, I have tlie instruction of a majority of the 
delegation from Massachusetts to present a written pro- 
test. 1 will send it to the Chair to have it read (Caib 
to order.) And further, with your leave, I desire to say 
what I think will be pleasant to this Convention. Fit st, 
tliat, while a majority of the delegation from Massachu- 
setts do not purpose further to participate in the doings 
of this Convention, we desire to part, if we may, to meet 
you as friends and Democrats again. We desire to pa> t 
in the same spirit of manly courtesy with which we came 
together. Therefore, if you will allow me, instead of 
reading to you a long document, I will state, within par- 
liamentary usage, exactly the reasons why we take the 
step we do. 

Thanking the Convention for their coui*tesy, allow me 
to say that though we have protested against the action 
of this body excluding the delegates, although we a. e not 
satisfied with that action— 

We have not discussed the question, Mr. President, 
whether the action of the Convention, in excluding cer- 
tain delegates, could be any reason for withdrawal We 
now put our withdrawal before you, upon tiie simple 
ground, among others, that there has been a withdrawal 
in pan of a miijority of the States, and further (and that, 
perhaps, more personal to myself), upon the ground that 
1 will not sit in % Convention where the Afiican slave- 
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trade— which te piracy bj the laws of my couutry— b »p- tioo of «e Cincinnati Platforra. that, dvrinf the esbtence 



A poruoii of ibtt Ma««icliu»eihi delegaftiioD here retired. 

Mr. oteveoa, of MaMachuseittf, aa.d— 1 am not ready 
at tli.a luuiueui to caat the vote of MaasachuMUa, the 
d«l«Kauuu being iu coiuultallon a« to their liKtiU. 

The cull proceeded, the chairman of each Con- 
vcauon maKiiig u speech on delivering the vote 
Oi iii8 tdtiiie ; and Mr. Bievens hnally stated that, 
altliougu a portion of the Massacbudettd delega- 
tion bad withdiawn, he wait instructed by his 
remaining colleagues to cast the entire vote of 
the Sute. 

ilr. Kussell, of Kew York, withdrew the name 
of Horatio Seymour as a candidate. The fol- 
lowing is the result of the balloangs for Presi- 
dent: 

FUtST BALLOT. SMCOKO BALLOT. 
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Maine &i 

MttW'Uaiiipsuu'e.. 6 

Vei moub 5 

liiiiwiicbusuiui. . . .10 
Kit ode iiilaud.... 4 

Couueuiicut. 8t 

Ntfw-iuik 8d 

New-Je**ey sSi 

Peiiosylvauia ...10 

Mary laud 2| 

Virj{.uia li 

Nu.Ui Carolioa. 1 

Alabama 

Luuisiana 6 

Arkausaii 1 

MjMouri 4^ 

'jt eiiutMsee * 8 

KeubucKy ....... — 

Ohio 28 

iuaiana 18 

lUiuou 11 

Mich.gau 

>Vu»couj»iu 6 

lowra 4 

liianesoia '^ 

Total 178^ 

On the first ballot, Henry A. Wise, of Virgiaia, received 
i a vote from Maryland; iSocock, of Va., received 1 vote 
from Virginia; Daniel 8. Dickiuaon, i vote from Vii'ginia;' 
and Uoratio sSeymour 1 vote from Pennsylvania. 

On the annomtccment of the tint baUot, Mr. Church, of 
New- York, oil'ered the toUowing : 

JiMoived unanimotmly, Tnat Stephen A. Douglas, of 
the Btate of Illinois, having now received two-tliirus ot ail 
the votes given in tliis Convention, is hereby declared, in ac- 
cordance with the rules governing this body, ana iu accord- 
ance with the uniform customs and rules of former Demo- 
cratic National Conventions, the regular nominee of the 
Democratic party of the United States, for the office of 
President of the United States. 

Mr. Jones, of Pennsylvania, raised the point of order, 
that the resolution proposed practically to rescind a rale 
of the Convention (requiring two*tbirds of a full Conven- 
tion, 202 votes, to nominate), and could not, under the 
mles, be adopted without one day^s notice. 

The Chair ruled thai the resolution was in order, and 
after a lengthy wad animated debate it was withdrawn till 
after another ballot should be taken. When the result of 
the second ballot had been announced, Mr. Church's r^- 
solution was called up again and passed. 

Benj. Fiizpatritik, of Alabama, was nominated 
for Vice-President) receiving IVSj^ votes, and 
Mr. William G. Alexander, of N. J., 1. [Mr. 
Fitzpairick declined the nomination two days 
afterward, and the National Oomniittee supplied 
the vacancy, by the nomination of Herschel V. 
Johnson, of Georgia]. 

Qof. Wicldiffe, of Louisiana, offered the following resoln 
Hon as an addition to the Platform adopted at Charleston 



of the Territorial Uovemmenta, the measure of restric- 
tion, whatever it may be, kopoeed by the Federal Const! 
ttttion on the power of the Territorial LegislaUure over tlie 
subject of the domesUc relations, as the same has been, or 
shall hereafter be, finally determined by the Supreme Court 
of the United States, should be respected by ail good citi- 
sens, and enforced with promptness and fidelity by every 
branch of the General Government. 

Mr. Payne, of Ohio, moved the preTioos que.«»- 

tion, and this resolution was adopted, with only 

two dissenting votes. 

* TBI 8KCBDE1I8* CONTENTION'. 

The delegates who had withdrawn from the 
Convention at the Front-Street Theater, to* 
gether with the delegations from Lonisiana and 
Alabama, who were refu;<ied admission to that 
Convention, met at the Maryland Institute on 
Saturday the 28th of June, twenty-one States 
were represented either by full or parUal dele- 
gations. The States not represented at all 
were Connecticut. Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Maine, 
.Michigan, Kew-IIampshire, New-Jersey, Ohio, 
Rhode Island, South Carolina, and Wisconsin. 

The Hon. Caleb Cushing, of Massaohusetts, 
was chosen to preside, assisted by rice-pre- 
sidents and secretaries. 

The Convention adopted a rule requiring a 
vote of two-thirds of all the delegates present 
to nominate candidates for President and Vice- 
President ; also that each delegate cast iherote 
to which he is entitled, and that each State cast 
only the number of votes to which it is entitled 
by its actual representation in the Convention. 

The delegates from South Carolina and 
Florida accredited to the Richmond Conven- 
tion, were invited to take seats in this.' 

A committee of five, of which Mr. Caleb 
Cushing was chairman, was appointed to ad- 
dress the Democracy of the Union upon the 
principles which have governed the Convention 
in uiaicing the nominations, and in vindication 
of the principles of the party. The Convention 
also decided that the next Democratic 
Nutionnl Convention be held at Philadelphia. 

Mr. Avery, of N. C, chairman of Committee 
on Resolutions, reported, with the unanimous 
sanction of the Committee, the Platform re- 
ported by the majority of the Platform Com- 
mittee at Charleston, and rejected by the Con- 
veiiiioti, (see page 30) which was uaanimously 
adopted. 

The Convention adopted a resolution in- 
structing the National Committee not to issue 
tickets of admission to their next National Con- 
vention in any case where there is a Ixmafid* 
contestant. 

The Convention then proceeded to ballot for 
a candidate for President ; and John C. Breckin- 
ridge, of Ky., received the unanimous vote of 
the delegates present as follows : 



Vermont \ 

Massachusetts. 8 
New-Yorlc .... 2 
Pennsylvania.. 4 

Maryland 4# 

Virginia Hi 

North Carolina. 8i 



Florida. 8 

Alabama 9 

Louisiana 6 

Mississippi .... 7 

Texas 4 

Arlcansas 4 

Mi8M>uri 1 



Tennessee 9i 

Kentucicy 4^ 

Minnesota. ... 1 

CHlifornia 4 

Oregon. 8 

105 



Georgia 10 

For Vice-President Gen. Joseph Ijane, of 
Oregon, received the unanimous vote of the 
Convention (105), on the first ballot. Auil 
then, after listening to a speech from Mr. Taney, 



Ml as an addition to vne fiatrorm auopted at unarieston •->'"» — "^ .«,-*..-.-© ^-^ w ^.- 

R« f oH« d ^ That in its aceordanoe witn the interpreta > the Convention adjourned atfw di€. 
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SLAYEIIY EXTENSIO]^ OR RESTRICTION. 

MAINLY BY DOCUMENTS. 



■LATKAT IN THI 00LOKIV8. 

Lust of gold and power was the main im- 
pnlse of Spanish migration to the regions beyond 
the Atlaniic. And the soft and timid Abori- 
gines of tropical America, especially of its 
islands, were first compelled to surrender what- 
ever they possessed of the precious metals to 
the imperious and grasping strangers ; next 
forced to disclose to those strangers the sources 
whence they were most readily obt-ained ; and 
finally driven to toil and delve for more, wher- 
ever power and greed supposed they might 
most readily be obtained. From this point, the 
transition to general enslavement was ready and 
rapid. The gentle and indolent natives, unac- 
customed to rugged, persistent toil, and revolt- 
ing at the harsh and brutal severity of their 
Ciiristian mastery, had but one unfailing re- 
flource — death. Through privation, hardship, 
exposure, fatigue and despair, they drooped and 
died, until millions were reduced to a few miser- 
able thousands within the first century of Span- 
ish rule in America. 

A humane and observant priest (Las Casas,) 
'Witnessing these cruelties and sufferings, was 
moved by pity to devise a plan for their termi- 
nation. He suggested and urged the policy of 
substituting for these feeble and perishing 
" Indians *' the hardier natives of Western Af- 
rica, whom their eternal wars and marauding 
invasions were constantly exposing to captivity 
and sale as prisoners of war, and who, as a race, 
might be said to be inured to the hardships and 
degradations of Slavery by an immemorial ex- 
perience. The suggestion was unhappily ap- 
proved, and the wpes and miseries of the few 
remaining Aborigines of the islands known to 
us 88 ** West Indies,*' were inconsiderably pro- 
longed by exposing the whole continent for un- 
numbered generations to the evils and horrors 
•f African Slavery. The author lived to per- 
ceive and deplore the consequences of his ex- 
pedient. 

The sanction of the Pope having been ob- 
tained for the A.frican Slave-trade by represen- 
tations which invested it with a look of philan- 
thropy, Spanish and Portuguese mercantile 
avarice was readily enlisted in its prosecation 



and the whole continent, North and South of 
the tropics, became a Slave-mart before the 
close of the sixteenth century. 

Holland, a comparatively new and Protestant 
State, unable to shelter itself from the re- 
proaches of conscience and humanity behind a 
Pupal bull, entered upon the new traffic more 
tardily ; but its profits soon overbore all scruples, 
and British merchants were not proof against the 
glittering evidences of their success. But the 
first slave ship that ever entered a North 
American port for the sale of its human mer- 
chandise, was a Dutch trading- vessel which 
landed twenty negro bondmen at Jamestown, 
the nucleus of Virginia, almost simultaneously 
with the landing of the Pilgrims of the May- 
flower on Plymouth Rock, December 22d, 1620. 

The Dutch slaver had chosen his market with 
sagacity. Virginia was settled by Cayalikrs — 
gentlemen-adventurers aspiring to live by their 
own wits and other men's labor — with the neces- 
sary complement of followers and servitors. 
Few of her pioneers cherished any earnest liking 
for downright, persistent, muscular exertion ; 
yet some exertion was urgently required to clear 
away the heavy forest which all but covered the 
soil of the infant colony, and grow the tobacoo 
which early became its staple export, by means 
of which nearly everything required by its 
people but'food was to be paid for in England. 
The slaves, therefore, found ready purchasers 
at satisfactory prices, and the success of the first 
venture induced others ; until not only Virginia 
but every part of British America was supplied 
with African slaves. 

This traffic, with the bondage it involved, had 
no justification in British nor in the early 
colonial laws ; but it proceeded, nevertheless, 
much as an importation of dromedaries to re- 
place with presumed economy our horses and 
oxen might now do. Georgia was the first 
among the colonies to resist and condemn it in 
her original charter under the lead of her noble 
founder-governor. General Oglethorpe ; but 
the evil was too formidable and inveterate for 
local extirpation, and a few years saw it estab- 
lished, even in Georgia ; first evading or defy- 
ing, and at length molding and transforming the 

law. 

4fl 
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It is very common at this day to speak of oar 
revolutionary struggle as commenced and hur- 
ried forward by a union of Free and Slave 
colonies; but such is not the fact. However 
slender and dubious its legal basis, Slavery ex- 
isted in each and all of the colonies that united 
to declare and maintain their independence. 
Slaves were proportionately more numerous in 
certain portions of the South ; but they were 
held with impunity throughout the North, ad- 
vertised like dogs or horses, and sold at auction, 
or otherwise, as chattels. Vermont, then a ter- 
ritory in dispute between New-Hampshire and 
New-York, and with very few civilized inhabi- 
tants, mainly on its Southern and Eastern bor- 
ders, is probably the only portion of the revolu- 
tionary confederation never polluted by the 
tread of a slave. 

The spirit of liberty, aroused or intensified 
by the protracted struggle of the colonists 
agiiinst usurped and abused power in the 
mother country, soon found itself engaged in 
natural antagonism against the current form of 
domesric despotism. " How shall we complain 
of arbitrary or unlimited power exerted over us, 
while we exert a still more despotic and inex- 
cusable power over a dependent and benighted 
race ?'* was very fairly asked. Several suits 
were brought in Massachusetts — where the fires 
of li berry burnt earliest and brightest — to test 
tho legal right of slave-holding ; and the lead- 
ing VVnigs gave their money and their legal 
services to support these actions, which were 
generally, on one ground or another, success- 
ful. Efforts for an express law of emancipation, 
however, failed even in Massachusetts ; the 
Legislature, doubtless, apprehending that such 
a measure, by alienating the slave-holders, would 
increase the number and power of the Tories ; 
but in 1777, a privateer having brought a lot of 
capture d slaves into Jamaica, and advertised 
them for sale, the General Court, as the Legis- 
lative Assembly was called, interfered and had 
them set at liberty. The first Continental Con- 
gress which resolved to resist the usurpations 
and oppressions of Great Britain by force, had 
uli-^ady declared that our struggle w^ould be 
"for the rights of human nature," which the 
Congress of 1776, under the lead of Thomas 
Jefferson, expanded into the noble affirmation 
of the right of " all men to life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness," contained in the immor- 
tal preamble to the Declaration of Independence. 
A like averment that ** all men are born free 
and equal," was in 1780 inserted in the Massa- 
chusetts^ Bill of Rights; and the Supreme 
Court ot that State, in 1788, on an indictment 
of a master for assault and battery, held this 
declaration a bar to slave-holding henceforth in 
the State. 

A similar clause in the second Constitution of 
New-Hampshire was held by the courts of that 
State to secure Freedom to every child, born 
therein after its adoption. Pennsylvania, in 
1780, passed an act prohibiting the further in- 
troduction of slaves, and securing Freedom to 
all persons bom in that State thereafter. Con- 
necticut and Rhode-Island passed similar acts 
in 1784. Virginia, in 1778, on motion of Mr. 
Jefferson, prohibited the further importation of 
slaves; and in 1782, removed all legal restric- 



tions on emancipation : Maryland adopted both 
of these in 1783. North-Carolina, in 1786, de- 
clared the introduction of slaves into that State 
" of evil consequence, and highly impoUtic," 
and imposed a duty of £5 per head thereon. 
New-York and New-Jersey followed the example 
of Virginia and Maryland, including the domes- 
tic in the same interdict with the foreign slave- 
trade. Neither of these States, however, de- 
clared a general emancipation until many years 
thereafter, and Slavery did not wholly cease in 
New- York until about 1830, nor in New- Jersey 
till a much later date. The distinction of Free 
and Slave States, with the kindred assumption 
of a natural antagonism between the North and 
South, was utterly unknown to the men of the 
Revolution. 

Before the Declaration of Independence, but 
during the intense ferment which preceded it, 
and distracted public attention from everything 
else. Lord Mansfield had rendered his judgment 
from the King's Bench, which expelled Slavery 
from England, and ought to have destroyed it 
in the colonies as well. The plaintiff in this 
famous case was James Somerset, a native of 
Africa, carried to Virginia as a slave, taken 
thence by his master to England, and there in> 
cited to resist the claim of his master to his 
services, and assert his right to liberty. In the 
first recorded case, involving the legality of 
modern Slavery in England, it was held (1677) 
that negroes, ** being usually bought and sold 
among merchants as merchandise, and also 
being infidels^ there might be a property in them 
sufficient to maintain trover.^' But this was 
overruled by Chief Justice Holt from the King's 
Bench (1697,) ruling that '* so soon as a negro 
lands in England, he is free ;" and again, (1702) 
that ** there is no such thino: as a slave b? the 
law of England." This judgment proving ex- 
ceedingly troublesome to planters and mer- 
chants from slave-holding colonies visiting the 
mother country with their servants, the merchants 
concerned in the American trade, in 1729, pro- 
cured from Yorke and Talbot, the Attorney 
General and Solicitor General of the Crown, a 
written opinion that negroes, legally enslaved 
elsewhere, might be held as slaves in England, 
and that even baptism was no bar to the mas- 
ter's claim. This opinion was, in 1749, held to 
be sound law by Yorke (now Lord Hardwicke,) 
sitting as judge, on the ground that, if the con- 
trary ruling of Lord Holt were upheld, it would 
abolish Slavery in Jamaica or Virginia as well 
as in England ; British law being paramount in 
each. Thus the law stood until Lord Mansfield, 
in Somerset's case, reversed it with evident re- 
luctance, and after having vainly endeavored to 
bring about an accommodation between the 
parties. When delay would serve no longer, 
and a judgment must be rendered, Mansfield 
declared it in these memorable words : 

• 

** We cannot direct the law : the law must direct «8. 
.... The state of Slavery is of such a nature that it is 
incapable of being introduced on any reasons, moral or 
political, but only by positive law, which preserves its 
force long after the reasons, occasion, and time itself 
whence it was created, is erased from the memory. It is 
so odious that nothing can be sufficient to support it but 
positive law. Whatever inconveniences, therefore, may 
follow from the decision, I cannot say that this case is 
allowed or approved by the law of England, and ther«* 
fore the black must be discharged." 
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The natural, if not necessary, effect of this 
decision on Slavery in these colonies had their 
connection with the mother country been con- 
tinued, is sufficiently obvious. 

SLAtERT UNDER THE CONFEDERATION. 

The disposition or management of unpeopled 
territories, pertaining to the thirteen recent 
colonies now confederated as independent 
States, early became a subject of solicitude 
and of bickering among those States, and in 
Congress. By the terms of their charters, 
some of the colonies had an indefinite extension 
westwardty, and were only limited by the power 
of the grantor. Many of these charters con- 
flicted w!th each other — the same territory 
being included within the limits of two or more 
totally distinct colonies. As the expenses of 
the Revolutionary struggle began to bear 
heavily on the resources of the States, it was 
keenly felt by some that their share in the 
advantages of the expected triumph would be 
less than that of others. Massachusetts, Con- 
necticut, New-York, Virginia, North Carolina, 
and Georgia, laid claim to spacious dominions 
outside of their proper boundaries ; while New- 
Hampshire (save in Vermont), Rhode Island, 
New-Jersey, Maryland, Delaware, and South 
Carolina, possessed no such boasted resources 
to meet the war-debts constantly augmenting. 
They urged, therefore, with obvious justice, 
that these unequal advantages ought to be 
surrendered, and all the lands included within 
the territorial limits of the Union, but outside 
of the proper and natural boundaries of the 
several States, respectively, should be ceded to, 
and held by. Congress, in trust for the common 
benefit of all the States, and their proceeds em- 
ployed in satisfaction of the debts and liabilities 
of the Confederation. This reasonable requisi- 
tion was ultimately, but with some reservations, 
responded to. 

The IXth Continental Congress, under the Ar- 
ticles of Confederation, assembled at Philadel- 
phia, Nov. 8, 1783, but adjourned next day to 
Annapolia, Md. The House was 80on left without 
a quorum, and so continued most of the time — 
of course, doing no business — till the 1st of 
March, 1784, when the delegates from Virginia, 
in pursuance of instructions from the Legisla- 
.ture of that State, signed the conditional deed 
of cession to the Confederation of her claims to 
territory northwest of the Ohio River. New« 
York, Connecticut, and Massachusetts had al- 
ready made similar concessions to the Confede- 
ration of their respective claims to territory 
westward of their present limits. Congress 
hereupon appointed Messrs. Jefferson of Vir- 
ginia, Chase of Maryland, and Howell of Rhode 
L»land, a Select Committee to report a Plan of 
Government for the Western Territory. This 
plan, drawn up by Thomas Jefferson, provided 
for the government of all the Western terri- 
tory, including that portion which had not yet 
been, but which, it was reasonably expected, 
would be, surrendered to the Confederation by 
the States of North Carolina and Georgia (and 
which now forms the States of Tennessee, 
Alabama and Mi.<<8i88ippi), as well as that which 
liad already been conceded by the more 
northern States 



The report of the committee was in the 
following words : 

THE JEFFERSONIAN ORDINANCE, 1784. 

RwoVosd^ That 1h6 Urritory ceded, or to he cedful 
hy inditidwil States to the United States, whensoever 
the same shall have been purchased of the Indian 
inhabitants and offered for sale by the United States, 
shall be formed into additional States, bounded in the 
following manner, as nearly as such cessions will adrnir : 
that is to say, northwardly and southwardly by parallels 
of latitude, so that each State shall comprehend fi cm 
south to north, two degrees of latitude, beginning to 
count from the completion of thirty-one degrees nodh of 
the^quator ; [the then southern boundary of the U. S.] 
but any territory northwardly of the forty-seventh degrt*e 
shall make part of the State next below. And eH!«t- 
wardly and westwardly they shall be bounded, those on 
the Mississippi, by that river on one side, and the n.\vr\- 
dian of the lowest point of the rapids of the Ohio on the 
other; and those adjoining on the east, by the same 
meridian on their western side, and on their eastern by 
the meridian of the western cape of the mouth of the 
Great Kanawha. And the territory eastward of tiiis laft 
meridian, between the Ohio, Lake Krie, and Pennsyl- 
vania, shall be one State. 

That the settlers within the territory so to be pur- 
chased and offered for sale shall, either on their own 
petition or on the order of Congress, receive authority 
from them, with appointments of time and place, for 
their free males of full age to meet together for the pur- 
pose of establishing a temporary government, to adopt 
the constitution and laws of any one of these States, so 
that such laws nevertheless shall be subject to altera- 
tion by their ordinary Legislature, and to erect, subject 
to a like alteration, counties or townships for the elec- 
tion of members for their Legislature. 

That such temporary government shall only continue \3i. 
force in any State until it nhall have acquired twenty thou- 
sand free inhabitants, when, giving due proof thereof to 
Congress, they shall- receive from them authority, with 
appointments of time and place, to call a convention of 
representatives to establish a permanent constitution 
and government for tJiemselves : Provided, That both, 
the temporary and pemvanertt ffovenvmenta be estab' 
lished on Viette principles as their basis : 

1. That they shall forever remain a part of the 
United States of America. 

2. That in their persons, property, and territory, 
they shall be subject to the Government of the United 
States in Congress assembled, and to the Articles of 
Confederation in all those cases in which the original 
States shall be so subject. 

8. That they shall be subject to pay a part of the 
Federal debts, contracted or to be contracted, to be 
apportioned on them by Congress, according to the same 
common rule and measure by which apportionments 
thereof shall be made on the other States. 

4. That their respective governments shall be in 
republican forms, and shall admit no person to be a 
citizen who holds a hereditary title. 

5. That- after Vie year 1800 of the Chrisiia/n era, 
there shall oe neither slavery nor inv^untary servi- 
tude in any of the said- States, otherwise than in 
punishment of crimes, whereof the party shall have 
been duly convicted to have been personally guilty. 

That whenever any of the said States shall have, of 
free inhabitants, as many as shall then be in' any one of 
the least numerous of ttie thirteen original States, such 
State shall be admitted, by its Delegates, into the Con- 
gress of the United States, on an equal footing with the 
said original States ; after which the assent of two-thirds 
of the United States, in Congress assembled, shall be 
requisite in all those cases wherein, by the Confederation, 
the assent of nine States is now required, provided the 
consent of nine States to such admission may be ob- 
tained according to the eleventh of the Articles of 
Confederation. Until such admission by their Delegates 
into Congress, any of the said States, after the establish- 
ment of their temporary government, shall have autho- 
rity to keep a sitting member in Congress, with a right 
of debating, but not of voting. ' 

That the territory northward of the forty-fifth degree, 
that is to say, of the completion of forty-five degi eea 
from the equatoi^ and extending to the Lake of the 
Woods, shall be called 8yU>a/nia ; that of the territory 
under the forty-fifth and forty-fourth degress, that which 
lies westward of Lake Michigan, shall be called Micki- 
gania; and that which is eastward thereof, within the 
peninsula formed by the lakes and waters of Michigan, 
Huron, St. Clair, and E. ie, shall be called Ohersonet^tis, 
and shall include any part of the peninsula which cj^iy 
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oKtend nbove the forty-fiTth deg ee. Of the territory 
under the forty-third and forty-secood degrees, that to 
tlie westward, through which the Asaenisipi or Kock Kiver 
runs, Bhall be called At'enisipia ; and that to the 
eastward, in which are the fountaina of the Muskingum, 
the two Miamies of the Ohio, the Wabash, the lUioois, 
the Miami of Ute Lake, and the Sandusky rivers, shall be 
called Mit.-opotamia. Of the territory which lies under 
the forty*fi st and fortieth degrees, the western, through 
which the river Illinois runs, shall be called JUinoia ; 
that next adjoining to the eastward, Saratoga; and 
tiiHt between this last and Pennsylvania, and extending 
f om the Ohio to Lake Erie, shall be called WaiOUngton.. 
Of the teiritory which lies under the th!rty-ninth and 
tliirty-eighth degrees, to which shall be added 90 much 
of the point of land within the fork of tlie Ohio and Mis- 
hiasippi as lies under the thirty-seventh degree ; that to 
the westward, within and adjacent to which are the 
confluences of the rivers Wabash, Shawanee, Taniaee, 
Ohio, Illinois, Mississippi, and Mtssouil, shall be called 
PolypotanUa f and that to the eastward, further up the 
Ohio, otherwise called the Pelisipi, sliall be called 
P0ii6ipia. 

ruU ttU t\6 p*'&0'^dlng article* Bha^l he formed 
into a charter of compact^ shall be duly executed by 
the President of the United States, In Congress assem- 
bled, under his hand and the seal of the United States, 
•hall be piomulgated, and «AaU etand asfundariMntul 
Ci^nditione between the thirteen original States and 
those newly described, unalterable but by the Joint 
consent of the United States, in Congress assembled, 
and of the particular State withlo which such alteration 
is proposed to be made. 

April 19, this reported plan came up for 
coiiHideratioD in Congress. Mr. bpaight of N. 
C. moved that the 5ih proposition (prohibiting 
Slavery after the year 1800) be stricken out of 
the plan of ordinance, and Mr. Head of S. C. 
iKJconded the motion. The question was put in 
this form: ** Shall the words mo?ed to be 
i^tricken out stand ?" and on this question the 
Ayes and Noes were taken, and resulted as 
follows : 

N. Havpshibs. Mr. Foster, ^V i a*, 

Mr. Blanchard, ay I *'* 

MASSACHUSrrT?.... Mr. Gerry, »y (. j« 

Mr. Parti idge, ay f ^" 

Rhode IsiaMo Mr Ellery, »y 1. ^•, 

Mr. Howell, ay f'**'- 

CoaiMKCTiouT Mr. Sherman,. *y I j« 

Mr. Wads worth, ay j"^*^' 

Nbw-Yoek Mr. Pe Witt, ^Y I a», 

.Mr. Paine, ay f^^ 

Nkw-Jkrsry Mr. Dick, ay 

PhKHSYLVAMiA .... Mr. Milflin, ay 

Ai r. Montgomery, ay ^■Ay, 

Mr. Hand, ay 

Mabtlako Mr. McHenry, no I >r. 

Mr. Stone, ,.no \^^' 

ViaoixiA. Mr. Jefferson, ay 

Mr. Hardy, no 

Mr. Mercer, no 
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9. Cabouha Mr. Read no f »• 

Mr. Beresford, no f '^''• 

Here we find the votes sixteen in favor of Mr. 
Jefferson's restriction to barely seven against it, 
and the States divided six in favor to three 
against it. But the Articles of Confederation 
(Art. IX.) required an affirmative vote of a 
iiiajority of all the States — ^tbat is, a vote of 
seven States— to carry a proposition ; so this 
clause was defeated through the absence of one 
delegate from New-Jersev, in spite of a vote of 
more than two to one m its favor. Had the 
New-Jersey delegation been full, it must, to a 
moral certainty, have prevailed ; had Delaware 
then been represented, it would probably have 
been carried, even without New-Jersey. Yet, 
it is this vole, so given and recorded, that Mr. 
Douglas in his ** tiarper'* essay claims as sus- 

* No quorum. 



taining his views of " Don-interveBtlon by 
Congress." 

The Ordinance, thus depleted, after undergo- 
ing some further amendments^ was finally ap- 
proved April 23d — all the delegates, but those 
from South Carolina, voting in the affirmative. 

In 1787, the last Continental Congress, sit- 
ting in New-York simultaneously with the 
Convention at Philadelphia which framed our 
Federal Constitution, took up the subject of the 
government of the Western Territory, raising a 
Committee thereon, of which Nathan Dane, of 
MaHsachutnetts, was Chairman. That Committee 
reported (July llth), **An Ordinance for th9 
i^overnment of the Territories of the United 
States, Northwest of the Ohio^^ — the larger areft 
contemplated by Mr. Jefferson*8 bill not having 
been ceded by the Southern States claiming 
dominion over it. This bill embodied many of 
the provisions originally drafted and reported 
by Mr. Jefferpon, but with some modifications, 
and concludes with six unalterable articles of 
perpetual compact, the last of them as follows : 

"There shall be neither Slaveiy nor Involuntary 
servitude, in the said Territory, otherwise than in 
punishment of crimes, whereof the parties shall be da^ 
convicted." 

To this was added, prior to its paspflge, the 
stipulation for the delivery of fugitives from 
labor or service, soon after embodied in the 
Federal Constitution ; and in this shape, the 
entire ordinance was adopted (July 13th) by a 
unanimous vote, Georgia and the Caroliuaa 
concurring. 

UNDER THK CONSTITUTIOV. 

The old Articles of Confederation having 
proved inadequate to the creation and main- 
tenance of a capable and efficient national or 
central authority, a Convention of Delegates 
from the several States, was legally assembled 
in Philadelphia, in 1787 — George Washington, 
President ; and the result of its labors was our 
present Federal Co'nstitution, though some 
amendments mainly of the nature of restrictions 
on Federal power, were proposed by the several 
State Conventions assembled to pass upon that 
Constitution, and adopted. The following are 
all the provisions of that instrument, which are 
presumed to bear upon the subject of Slavery : 

(Preamble) : We, the people of the United States^ fn 
order to form a nio.e ])erfect Union, establish jostice, 
insure domestic tranquilhty, provide for the common 
defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the 
blessin{^ of Uberty to ourselves and our posterity, do 
ordain and establish this Constitution for the United 
States of America. 

Art. I. % 1. AU legislative powers herdn granted, ahall 
be vested in a Congress of the United States, which 
shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives. 

$ 3 Representatives and direct taxes shall be 

apportioned among the several States which may be 
Included within this Union, according to their respective 
numbers, which shall be determined, by adding to the 
whole number of free persons, including tliose bound to 
servitude for a term of years, and excluding Indians not 
taxed, three-fifths of all other persons. 

$9. The mig ation or impoitation of such persons aa 
any of the States now existing shall think proper to 
admit, shall not be prohibited by the Congress prior te 
the year ISOS ; but a tax or duty may be imposed, not 
exceeding ten dollars on each person. 

The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall not 
be suspended, unless when, In cases of rebellion or 
invasion, the public safety may require it. ' 

No bill of attainder or 00 poet fokcto laws shall be 
passed. 

Art. III. % 8. Treason against the United BUtes 
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Aall consist only In leyying war agatnst them, or In ad- 
hering to their enemies, giving them aid and comfort. 

Art. IV. § 2. The cltiBen^i of each State shall be en-* 
titled to all the privileges of citizens, in the screral 
iitates. 

No person held to service or labor in one State, 
under the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in 
consequence of any law or regulation therein, he dis- 
charged f. om such service or labor, but shall be de- 
livered up on cla m of the party to whom such service 
or labor mHy be due. 

The (3ong ess shall have power to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations respecting the 
territory or other property belonging to the United 
States : and nothing in this Constitution shall be so con- 
strued as to prejudice any claims of the United Mfttes, 
or of any particular State. 

$ 4. The United States shall guarantee to every 
State in this Union a republican form of govervment, 
and shall protect each of them against invasion ; and on 
application of the legislature, or of the executive when 
the legislature cannot be convened, against domestic 
violence. 

Art. VI. This Constitution, and the laws of the 
United States, which shall be made in pursuance thereof, 
and all the treaties made, or which shall be made, under 
the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme 
law of the land ; and the judges in every State shall be 
bound thereby, anything in the Constitution or laws of 
any State to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The above are all — and perhaps more th.iD 
all — the clauses of the Constitution, that have 
been quoted on one side or the other as bear- 
ing upon the subject of Slavery. 

It will be noted that the word ** slave " or 
*' slavery ^' does not appear therein. Mr. Madi- 
son, who was a leading and observant member 
oi the ^Convention, and who took notes of its 
daily proceedings, affirms that this silence was 
designed— the Convention being unwilling that 
the Constitution of the United States should 
recognize property in human beings. In pas- 
sages where slaves are presumed to be contem- 
plated, they are uniformly designated as ** per- 
iions," never as property. Contemporary his- 
cury proves that it was the belief of at least a 
large portion of the delegates that Slavery 
could not long survive the final stoppage of the 
silave-trade, which was expected to (and did) 
occur in I808. And, were Slavery this day 
banished forever from the country, there might, 
indeed, be some superfluous stipulations in the 
Federal compact or charter; but there are none 
which need be repealed, or essentially modi- 
fied. 

A direct provision for the restoration of 
fugitive slaves to their masters was, at least 
once, voted down by the Convention. Finally, 
the clause respecting persons ** held to service 
or labor," was proposed by Mr. Butler, of South 
Carolina, and adopted with little or no opposi- 
tion. 

The following, among the amendments to 
the Constitution, proposed by the ratifying con- 
ventions of one or more States, and adopted, 
are supposed by some to bear on the questions 
now agitated relative to Slavery : 

Art. I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exer- 
cise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of 
the I^ess, or of the rights of the people peacefully to 
assemble, and to petition the Oovernment for a recLreu 
of grievances. 

Art. II. A well-regulated militia being necessary to 
the secu.ity of a free State, the right of the people to 
keep and bear arms shall not be infringed. 

Art. V. No persons shall be . . . . deprived of life, 
liberty, or property, without due process of law ; nor 
shall private property be taken for public use without 
just oompeusatioi. 



CESSIONS OF SOUTHKRH TSRRITOBT. 

The State of Kentucky was set off from the 
State of, Virginia in 1790, by mutual agree- 
ment, and admitted into the Union by act of 
Congresji, passed February 4th, 1791 ; to take 
effect June 1st, 1792. It was never a territory 
of the United States, nor under Federal juris- 
diction, except as a State, and inherited 
Slavery from the ** Old Dominion.'* 

The State of North Carolina, like several 
others, claimed, during and after the Revolu- 
tion, that her territory extended westward to 
the Mississippi. 

On the *22d of December, 1799 — one month 
after the ratification of the Federal Constitution 
— North Carolina passed an act, ceding, on cer- 
tain conditions, all her territory west of her 
present limits to the United States. Among 
the conditions exacted by her, and agreed t« 
by Congress (Act approved April 2nd, 1790) is 
the following : 

Provided alwayn^ that no regulations made« or to 
be made, by Congress shall tend to emancipate staves. 

Were it not then conceded that Congress 
had' the power to make regulations for the 
territories which would ** tend to emancipate 
slaves," this proviso would be utterly meaning- 
less. 

Georgia, in like manner, ceded (April 2nd, 
1802) the territories lying west of her present 
limits, now forming the States of Alabama and 
Mississippi. Among the conditions exacted by 
her, and accepted by the United States, is the 
following ; 

Fifthly. That the territory thus ceded shall become 
a State, and be admitted into the Union as soon as it 
shall contain sixty thousand free inhabitants, or, at an 
earlier period, if Congress shall think it expedient, on 
the same conditions and restrictionSj with the same 
privileges, and in the same manner, as is provided In the 
ordinance of Congress of the 18th day of July, 1787, for 
the government of the Western territory of the United 
States ; which ordinance shall, in all its parts, extend to 
Uie territory contained in the present act of cession, the 
article only excepted which forbids slavery. 

SARLT ATTEMPTS TO OVERRIDK THB ORDINANCE. 

When Ohio (1802-3) was made a Statei the 
residue of the vast regions originally conveyed 
by tho ordinance of '87 was continued under 
Federal pupilage, by the name of ** Indiana 
Territory," whereof Wm. Henry Harrison (since 
President) was appointed Governor. It was 
quite commonly argued that, though Slavery 
was injurious in the long run, yet, as an expe- 
dient while clearing away the heavy forests, 
opening settlements in the wilderness, and sur- 
mounting the inevitable hardships and priva- 
tions of border life, it might be tolerated, and 
even regarded with favor. Accordingly, the 
new Territory of Indiana made repeated efforts 
to procure a relaxation in her favor of the re- 
strictive clause of the Ordinance of *87, one of 
them through the instrumentality of a Conven- 
tion assembled in 1802-3, and presided over by 
the Territorial Governor ; so be, with the great 
body of his fellow-delegates, memorialized Con- 
gress, among other things, to suspend tempor- 
arily the operation of the sixth article of th^ 
Ordinance aforesaid. This memorial was re- 
ferred in the House to a select committee of 
three, two of them from Slave States, with the 
since celebrated John Randolph as chairman. 
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On the 2Dd of March, 1803, Mr. Randolph made 

what appea/s to have been a unanimous report 

from this Committee, of which we give so much 

as relates to Slavery — as follows : 

The rapid population of tlie State of Ohio puflBciently 
evinces, in the opinion of your Committee, that the labor 
9f slaves is not necessary to promote the growth and 
settlement of colonies in that region ; that this labor— 
demonstrably the dearest of any — can only be employed 
in the cultivation of products more valuable than any 
known to that quarter of the United States ; that the 
Committee deem it highly dangerous and inexpedient to 
impair a provision wisely calculated to promote the hap- 
piness and prosperit of the northwestern country, and 
to give strength and security to that extensive f i ontier. 
Iti the salutary operation of this sagacious and benevo- 
lent restraint, it is believed that the inhabitants of Indi- 
ana will, at no very distant day, find ample remunera- 
tion for a temporary privation of labor, and of emigra- 
tion. 

The Committee proceed to discuss other sub- 
jects set forth in the prayer of the memorial, 
and conclude with eight resolves, whereof the 
only one relating to ISiavery is as follows : 

RMolotd^ That it is inexpedient to suspend, for a 
limited time, the operation of the sixth article of the 
compact between tlie original States and the people and 
States west of the river Ohio. 

This Report having been made at the close 
of the Session, was referred at the next to a 
new Committee, whereof Csi^ar Rodney, a new 
Reprenentative from Delaware, was Chairman. 
Mr. Rodney, fro.u this Committee, repotted 
(February 17 th, 18u4), 

That, taking into their consideration the facts 
stated in the said memorial and petition, they are in- 
duced to believe that a qualified suspension, for a limit- 
ed time, of the sixth article of compact between the 
original States and the people ana States west of the 
river Ohio, might be productive of benefit and advan- 
tage to said Territory. 

The Report goes on to discuss the other 
topics embraced in the Indiana memorial, and 
concludes with eight resolves, of which the first 
(and only one relative to Slavery) is as follows : 

R-»olc€d^ That the sixth article of the Ordinance of 
1767, whlcli prohibited Slavery within the said Territory, 
be suspended in a qualified manner, for ten years, so as 
to permit the introduction of slaves, born within the 
United States, from any of the individual States ; pro- 
tided^ that such individual State does not permit the 
impoitation of slaves from foreign countries : and pro- 
videdy further, that the descendants of ail such slaves 
shall, if males, be free at tlie age of twenty-five years, 
and, if females, at the age of twenty-one years. 

The House took no action on this Report. 

The original memorial from Indiana, with 
several additional memorials of like purport, 
was again, in l8u5-6, referred by the House to 
a select committee, whereof Mr. Garnett of Vir- 
ginia was chairman, who, on the 14th of Febru- 
ary, 18o6, made a report in favor of the prayer 
of the petitioners — as follows : 

That, having attentively considered the facts stated 
in the said petitions and memorials, they are of opinion 
that a qualified suspension, for a limited time, of the 
sixth article of the compact between the original States, 
and the people and States west of the river Ohio, would 
be beneficial to the people of the Indiana Territory. 
Tlie suspension of this article is an object almost univer- 
sally desired in that Territory. 

After duHsussing other subjects embodied in 
the Indiana memorial, the Committee close with 
a series of Resolves, which they commend to 
the adoption of the House. The first and only 
one germane to our subject is as follows : 

Retolved^ That the sixth article of the Ordinance of 
I787,wlncli prohibits Slavery within the Indiana Territory, 
hit BUi^peuded for ten years, su as to permit the introduc- 



tion of slaves, born within the United States, from any of 
the individual States. 

* This report and resolve were committed and 
made a special order on the Monday following, 
but were never taken into consideration. 

At the next session, a fresh letter from Got. 
William Henry Harrison, inclosing re.-»olves of 
the Legislative Council and House of .Represen- 
tatives in favor of suspending, for a limited pe- 
riod, the sixth article of compact aforesaid, wa^ 
received (Jan. 21st, 1807) and referred to a [ree- 
lect Committee, whereof Mr. B. Parke, delegate 
from said Territory, was made Chairman. The 
entire Committee (Mr. Nathaniel Macon, of X. 
C, being now Speaker,) consisted of 
MMsSRa. Alston, of N. 0. Rhba, of Tenn. 

ftUsTBas, of N. Y. 84ZIDP0KD. of Ky. 

Moaaow, of Ohio. TaiGO, of Va. 

Farkb, of Ind. 

Mr. Parke, from this Committee, made (Feb. 
12th,) d third Report to the House in favor of 
granting the prayer of the memorialists. 

This report, with its predecessors, was com- 
mitted, and made a special order, but never 
taken into consideration. 

The same letter of Gen. Harrison, and resolves 
of the Indiana Legislature, were submitted to 
the Senate, Jan. 21st, 1807. They were laid on 
the table ** for consideration," and do not a))- 
pear to have even been referred at that session ; 
but at the next, or first session of the fourth 
Congress, which convened Oct. 26th, 1807, the 
President (Nov. 7th) submitted a letter fruni 
Gen. Harrison and his Legislature — whether a 
new or old one does not appear — and it was now 
referred to a Select Committee, consisting of 
Messrs. J. Franklin, of N. C, Kitchel, of N. J., 
and Tiffin, of Ohio. 

Nov. 13th, Mr. Franklin, from said committee, 
reported as follows : • 

The Legiiiiative Council and House of Representiu 
tives, in their resolutions, express tlieir sense of the pro- 
priety of introducing Slavery into their Territory, and 
solicit the Congress of the United States to suspend, for 
a given number of years, the sixth article of uoinpaut, 
in the ordinance fur the government of the l^erritory 
norttiwest of the Ohio, passed on the ISrh day of July, 
1787. That article declares : " There shall be neither 
Slavery nor Involuntary servitude within the said Ter- 
ritory." 

The citizens of Claric County, in their remonstrance, 
express tlteir sense of the impropriety of the measure, 
and solicit the Congress of the United Stutes not to act 
on the subject, so as to permit the introduction of slaves 
into tiie Territory ; at least, until their i>opulation shaU 
entitle them to form a Constitution and State Govern- 
ment. 

Your Committee, after duly considering the matter, re- 
spectfully submit the following resolution : 

£esoliV6d, That it is not expedient at this time to sus- 
pend the sixth article of compact for the governmeuc nC 
the Territory of the United States northwest of the river 
Ohio. 

And here ended, so far as we have been able 
to discover, the effort, so long and earnestly 
persisted in, to procure a suspension of the re* 
striction in the Ordinance of 1787, so as to 
admit Slavery, for a limited term, into the Ter- 
ritory lying between the Ohio and Mississippi 
rivers, now forming the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin. 

THE riRST MISSOURI STRUOOLK. 

The Tast and indefinite Territory known an 
Louisiana, was ceded by France to the United 
States in the year 1803, for the sum of )^Id,(»< < V 
000, of which $3,760,000 was devoted to the 
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payment of American claims on France. Tliia 
territory had just before been ceded by Spain to 
France without pecuniary consideration. Slave- 
hoIdin<]^ had long been allowed therein, alike 
under Spanish and French rule, and the Treaty 
of Cession contained the following stipulation: 

Art. III. The inhabitants of the ceded Territory 
flhuU be Incorporated into the Union of the United States, 
and Hdmiired as soon as possible, according to the prin- 
ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of 
Hli tbe rights, advantages and iroinunities of citizens of 
tiie United States ; and in the meantime they atiail be 
maintained and protected In the free enjoyment of 
their liberty, properly, and the religion which they 
profess. 

The State of Louisiana, embodying the south- 
cm portion of this acquired territory, was re- 
cognized by Congress in 1811, and fully admit- 
ted in isr2, with a State Constitution. Those 
who chose to dwell among the inhabitants of 
the residue of the Louisiana purchase, hence- 
forth called Missouri Territory, continued to 
hold slaves in its sparse and small but increas- 
ing settlements, mainly in its southeastern quar- 
ter, and a pro-Slavery Court — perhaps any Court 
— would undoubtedly have pronounced Slavery 
legal anywhere on its vast expanse, from the 
Mississippi to the crests of the Rucky Mountains, 
if not beyond them, and from the Red River of 
Louisiana to the Lake of the Woods. 

The XV^th Congress assembled at Washington, 
on Monday, Dec. l>t, 1817. Henry Clay was 
chosen Speaker of the House. Mr. John Scott 
appeared on the 8th, as delegate from Missouri 
Territory, and was admitted to a seat as such. 
On the 16th of March following, he presented 
petitions of sundry inhabitants of Missouri, in 
addition to similar petitions already presented 
by 'him, praying for the adini;ssion of Missouri 
into the Union as a State, which were, on mo- 
tion, referred to a Select Committee, consist- 
ing of 

Messr!). Scott-, of Mo. ; Poindexter, of Miss. ; Robert- 
son, of Ky. ; Hendricks, of Ind. ; Liveriuore, of N. U. ; 
Milla, of' Mass. ; Baldwin, of Pa. 

April 3d, Mr. Scott, from this Committee, re- 
ported a bill to authorize the people of Missouri 
Territorv to form a Constitution and State 
Government, and for the admission of such 
State into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States ; which bill was read the first 
and second time, and sent to the Committee of 
the Whole, where it slept for the remainder of 
the session. 

That Congress convened at Washington for its 

second session, on the 16th of November, 1818. 

Feb. 13th, the House went into Committee of 

the Whole — Gen. Smith, of Md., in the Chair — 

and took up the Missouri bill aforesaid, which 

was considered through that sitting, as also that 

of the Inth, when several amendments were 

adopted, the most important of which was the 

following, moved in Committee by Gen. James 

Tallmadge, of Duchess county, New-York, 

(lately deceased) : 

And provided also^ That the further introdaction of 
8Iavery ur involuntaty servitude b« prohibited, except 
for tiie punishment of crimes, whereof the party shall be 
duly convicted : and that all children of slaves, born 
«itiiin the said State, after the aduilsaion thereof into the 
Union, shall be free, but may be held to service until the 
age of twenty -five years. 

On comins: out of Committee, the Teas and 



to this amendment, which was sustained by the 
following vote : [taken first on agceeing to so 
much of it as precedes and includes the w^rd 
"convicted."] 

TM9—For the RMtrietion : 

Nfw-York 3S 



New-Hampshire 4 

Massachusetts 15 

Rhode Island • 1 

Oonnecticut 7 

Vermont.... 5 



New-Jersey 5 

Pennsylvania 20 

Oliio 5 

Indiana. I 



Delaware 1 

Total Yeas 87 — only one (Delaware) from a 
Slave State. 

NayB—Against the ReatricHon : 



Massachusetts 8 

New-York ... 8 

New-Jersey 1 

New-Hampshire 1 

Ohio 1 

Illinois : 1 

Delaware 1 

Maryland 9 



Virginia 18 

North Carolina 13 

South Carolina 6 

Georgia 4 

Kentucky 9 

Tennessee 4 

Mississippi 1 

Louisiana ,1 



Total Nays, 'ZC— 10 from Free States, 66 from 
Slave States. 

The House now proceeded to vote on the 
residue of the reported amendment (from the 
word "convicted" above), which was likewise 
sustained. — Yeas, 82; Nays, 78. 

So the whole amendment — as moved by Gen. 
Tallmadge in Committee of the Whole, and 
there carried — was sustained when reported to 
the House. 

Mr. Storrs, of New York (opposed to the Re- 
striction), now moved the striking out of so 
much of the bill as provides that the new State 
shall be admitted into the Union ** on an equal 
footing with the original States " — which, he 
contended, was nullified by the votes just taken. 
The House negatived the motion. 

Mesi*rs. Desha, of Ky., Cobb, of Ga., and 
Rhea, of Teiin., declared against the bill as 
amended. 

Messrs. Scott, of Mo., and Anderson, of Ky., 
preferreii the bill as aniended, to none, 

The House ordered the bill, as amended, to 
a third reading; Yeas, 98 ; Nays, 56. The bill 
thus passed the House next day, and was sent 
to the Senate. 

The following sketch of the debate on this 
question (Feb. 15th) is condensed from that 
in the Appendix to Niles^s Register^ vol. xvi. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, FEB.. 16, 1819. 

Mr. Tallmadge, of New York, having moved 
the following amendment on the Saturday pre- 
ceding— 

" And protfided that the introduction of Slavery, or 
involuntary tervitude, be prohibited^ except for the 
pwniehmerU of crimes, whereof the party has been di^ 
conoioted ; and that all children bom within the mid 
State, after the admission thereof into the Union^ shall 
be declaredfree at the age of 26 years,'' 

Mr. Fuller, of Massachusetts, argued that, to effect a con- 
cert of interests, it was proper to make concessions. The 
States where Slavery existed not only claimed the right to 
continue it, but it was manifest that a general emancipa- 
tion of slaves could not be asked of them. Their political 
I existence would have been in jeopardy ; both masters and 
slaves must have been involved in the most fatal conse- 
quences. 

To guard against such intolerable evils, it is provided in 
the Constitution, " that the migration or importation of 
such persons, as any of the existing States think proper 
to admit, shall not be prohibited till ISOS.— Art. 1, sec. 9. 
And it is provided elsewhere, that persons held to service 
by the laws of any State, shall be given up by other 
I States, to which they may have escaped, etc.— Art. 4, sec. 2. 



Nays were called on the question of agreeing I These provisions effectually recoirnixed the right in Ui» 
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StftteSf wMeh, at tiie time of framing the GonBtitutiot:, beld 
the )>lack8 In Slavery, to eotUintts bo to hold them mOll 
they should think proper to meliorate their condition. 
The Gonstitation Is a compact among all the States then 
existing, by which certain principles of government are 
established for the whole, and for each individual State. 
The predominant principle in both respects is, tliat 
ALL MBM ABB FBBB, and have an kqual right to libbbty, 
and all other privileges ; or, in other words, the pre- 
dominant prindple Is rkpdblicanism, in its largest Bense. 
But, then, the same compact contauis certain excep- 
tions. The States then holding slaves are permUUd^ 
from the necessity of Uie case, and for tlie sake of union, 
to exclude the republican principle so far, and only 
so far, as to retain their slaves in servitude, and also tlieir 
progeny, as had been the usage, until they shoultl tldnk it 
proper or safe to conform to tlie pure principle, by aboluh- 
ing Slavery. The compact conudiis on its face the 
ff^nsral principle and the to^eptionx. But the attempt 
to extend Slavery to the new State«y is lo direct viulatiun 
of the clause wtuch guarantees a republican form of gov- 
ernment to all tlie States. This clause^ indeed, must be 
construed in connection with the exceptions before men- 
tioned ; but it cannot, without violence, be applied to an.v 
other States than those in which Slavery was allowed at 
the formation of the Constitution. 

The Speaker (Clay) cites the first clause in the 2d 
section of the 4th article — ''The citbsens of each State 
shall be entitled to all the privileKes and immunities of 
citizens of the several States,*' which he thinks would be 
violated by the condition proposed in the Constitution of 
Missouri. To keep slave:* — to make one portion of the 
population the property of another — hardly deserves to be 
caUed a priviiege^ since what is fraiiied by the masters 
must be lost by the slaved. But, iudepeiidently of this 
consideration, I think the ob8er>'ations already offered to 
the committee, showing that holding the black population 
in servitude is an exception to the general principles of 
the Constitution, and cannot l)e allowed to extend beyond 
the fair hnport of the terms by which that exception is 
provided, are a sutticient answer to the objection. The 
gentleman proceeds in the same train of reasoning, and 
asks, if Coninress can require one condition, how many 
more can be required, and where the$e conditions will 
end ? With regard to a republican constitution, Congress 
are obliged to require that condition, and that is enough 
for the present question ; but I contend, further, that 
Congress has a right, at their discretion, to require any 
other reasonable condition. S«veral others were required 
of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois and Mississippi. The State of 
Loniaiana, whlcli was a part of the territory ceded to us at 
the same time with Mis^iouri, was required to prodde in 
her Constitutiou for trials by jury, the writ of habeas cor- 
pus, the principles of civil and religious liberty, with 
several others, peculiar to that State. These, certainly, 
are none of them more indispensable ingredients in a re- 

f»ublican form of government than the equality of privi- 
eges of all the i)opuhitioo ; yet these have not been denied 
to be reasonable, and warranted by the National Consti- 
tution in the admiision of new States 

One gentleman, however, has contended against the 
amendment, because it abridges the rights of the slave- 
holding States to transport their slaves to the new States, 
for sale or otherwise. This argument Is attempted to be 
enforced In various ways, and particularly by the clause 
in the Constitution List cited. It admits, however, 
of a very clear answer, by recurring to the 9th sec- 
tion of article 1st, which provides that " the migration or 
Importation of such persons as any of the States then ex- 
isting ^all admit, shall not be prohibited by Congress till 
1803." This clearly Implies that the migration and Im- 
portation may be prohibited ajter that year. The Impor- 
tation lias been prohibited, but the migration has not 
hitherto been restrained ; Congress, however, may restrain 
it, when it may be judged expedient. 

The expediency of this measure is very apparent. The 
opening of an extensive slave market will tempt the 
cupidity of those who, otherwise, perhaps, might gradu- 
ally emancipate their slaves. We have heard much, 
Mr. Chairman, of the Coloniaation Society ; an InstitU' 
tlon which is the favorite of the humane gentlemen in 
the Blave-holdlng States. They have long been lament- 
ing the misedes of Slavery, and earnestly seeking for a 
remedy compatible with their own safety, and the happi- 
ness of their slaves. At last, the great desideratum is 
found— a colony In Af. lea for the emanc'.pated blacks. 
Uow will the generous Intentions of these humane per- 
sons be frustrated, if the price of slaves is to be doubled 
by a new and boundless market ! Instead of emancipa- 
tion of the slaves, it is much to be feared that unprinci- 
pled wretches will be found kidnapping those who are 
already free, and transporting and selling the hapless I 
victims into hopeless bondage. Sir ^ ^••tally hope that ! 



Congress will not contribute to discountenance and ren 
der abortive the gene.ous and phllanthropin views ol 
this most wo. thy aud laudable society. 

Mr Talliiiailge, of New York, followed — 

Sir, said he, it has been my desire and my intention to 
avoid any debate on the present painful aud unpleaaant 
subject. V\ hen 1 had the honor to submit to this House 
the amendment now under consideration, I accompanied 
it with a declaration that it was intended to confine its 
operation to tlie newly acquired Territory across the 
Mississippi ; and I then expi essly declared that I would 
in no manner intermeddle with the slave-holding States, 
nor attempt manumission in any one of the original States 
In the Uu.un. hir, 1 even went further, and stated thai 
I was aware of tiie delicacy of the subject — and, that I 
had learned from bouthem gentlemen the difficulties 
aud the dangers of having free blacks Interming.ing 
With hlHves; and, on that account, and with a view to 
the safety of tlie white population of the adjoining 
Mat^, 1 would not even advocate the prohibition of 
fcla/e y .in the Alabama Territory ; because, suriounded 
Hb ii wa« b> Bia ve-holding States, and with otdy imaginary 
i.nes of division, the intercourse between slaves aud 
free blacks could not be prevented, and a servile war 
might be the result. While we deprecate aud mourn 
over the evii of ^iavery, humanity and good morals re- 
quire us to wish its abolition, under circumstances con- 
sistent witli (he safety of the white population. >\il- 
liiigly, thfi elore, w.ll I subm.t to an evil which we can- 
not safely .lemedy. I admitted all that had been said of 
the danger of having f<ee blacks visible to slaves, and, 
thei el'ore, did not hesitate to pledge myself that I would 
neither advise nor attempt coercive manumiss.on. But, 
sir, all theae reasons cease when we cioss tiie banks uf 
the Mississippi, into a Territory separated by a natural 
boundary — a newly acquired Territory, never contem- 
plated in the formation of our government, not included 
within the Compromise or mutual pledge in the adoption 
cf our Constitutiou — a new Territory acquired by our 
common fund, and which ought justly to be subject to 
our common legislation. 

Sir, wlien I submitted the amendment now under con- 
sideration, accompanied with these explanations, aud 
with the«e avowab of my intentions and of my motives 
1 did expect that gentlemen who might dltTer from 
me in opinion would appreciate the liberality of my 
v.ews, and would meet me with moderation, as upon & 
fair subject for general legislation. I did expecti at 
least, that the frank declaration of my views would pro- 
tect me from harsh expressions, aud from the uufriendly 
imputations which have been cast out on this occasion. 
But, sir, such has been the character and the violence of 
this debate, and expressions of so much intemperance, 
and of an aspect so threatening have been used, that 
continued silence on my part would ill become-me, who 
had submitted to this House the original proposition. 

Sir, has it already come to this : that in tlie Congress of 
the United iitates — tltat, in the LeghlHiive councils of 
liepublican America, the subject uf Slavery has become 
a subject of BO much feeliug — of such delicacy — of such 
danger, that it cannot safely be discussed? Are mem- 
bers who venture to exprebs their sentiments on this 
subject, to be accused of talking to the galleries, with 
iuieation to excite a servile war ; and of meriting the 
fate of ArbuMiiiot and Ainbrist«r ? Are we to be told of 
the dissolution uf the Union, of civil war an<i of seas of 
blood ? And yet, with such awlul threatenings before UB, 
do gentlemen, in tlie same breath, insi:»t upon the encour- 
agement of this evil ; upon the extension of this monstrous 
scourge of the humau race? An evil so fraught with 
such dire calamities to us an individuals, and to our 
nation, and threatening, in its progress, to overwhelm tke 
civil and religious insiiiutious of the country, with tlie 
liberties of the nation, ought at once to be met, and to be 
controlled. If its power, its influence, and its impending 
dangers, have already arrived at such a point, that it is 
not safe to di:icuss it on this floor, and it cannot now 
pass under consideruiion as a proper subject for general 
legislation, what will be the result when It is spread 
through your widely-extended domain? Its present 
tiireat«nlng aspect, aud the violence of its supporters, so 
far from inducing me to yield to its progress, prompt dm 
to resist its ntarch. Now is the time. It must now be 
met, and the exteuition of the evil must now be prevented, 
or the occasion is irrecoverably lost, and the evil can 
uever be controlled. 

Sir, ext«nd your view across the Mississippi, over your 
newly-acquired Territory — a Territory so far surpassing, 
in extent, the limits of your present country, that 
country which gave birth to your nation — which achieved 
your Uevolution— consolidated your Union — formed your 
Constitution, and has subsequently acquired so mucb 
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glory, hangs but as an appendnge to ilie extended empire ( 
orer which your Repubiiuan &overmiieut is now called to 
bear sway. Loolc down the ioog vitica of futurity ; see | 
your empire, in extent uoequaled, in advantageous 
situation without a parallel, and occupying all the valua- 
ble part of one coutineut. Behold this extended en>pire, 
inhabited by the hardy sons of American freemen, 
knowing their rights, and inheriting the will to protect 
tliem-^owners of tiie soil on which they live, and inter* 
ested in the institutions which they lal^or to defend ; with 
two oceans laving your shores, and tributary to your 
purposes, bearing on their bosoms tiie commerce of our 
people ; couipared to yours, the governments of Europe 
dwindle into iudignifiuance, and tlie whole world is with- 
out a parallel, but, sir, rever^ie this scene; people thii^ 
fair douiaiu with the slaves of your planters; extend 
Slamery^ this bane of man, this abouiiuaiion of heaven, 
over your extended empire, and you prepare its dissolu- 
tion ; you turn its accumulated strength into positive 
weakness; yuu cherish a canker in your breast; you 
put poison in your bosom; you place a vulture preying 
on your lieart-^-nay, you whet tiie dagger and place it iu 
tlia hands of a portion of your population, stimulated to 
use ix, by every tie, human and divine. Ttie envious con- 
trast between your happiness and their misery, between 
your liberty and tlieir slavery, must constantly prompt 
them to accomplish your destruction. Your enemies will 
learn the source and the cause of your weakness. As 
often as external dangers shall threaten, or internal com- 
motions await you, you will then realise that, by your 
own procurement, you have placed amidst your families, 
and in tlie busom of your country, a population produc- 
ing at once tiie greatest cause of individual danger, and 
ot national weakness. With t)ii:i defect, your govern- 
ment must cruiii(>le to pieces, and your people become tlie 
scoff of the worhl. 

8ir, we have been told, with apparent confidence, that 
we have no right to annex condliions to a State, on its ad- 
mission into the Union ; and it has been urged that Uie 
proposed amendment, prohibithig the further introduction 
of Slavery, is unconstitutional. This position, asserted 
with so much conHdence, remains unsupported by any 
argument, or by any authority derived from the Constitu- 
tion itself. The Constitution strongly indicates an opposite 
conclusion, and seems to contemplate a difl'erence be- 
tween tlie old and the new iStates. The practice of the 
government has sanctioned tliis difference in many re- 
spects. 

Sir, we have been told that this is a new principle for 
which we contend, never before adopted, or thought of. 
80 far from tiiis being correct, it is due to the memory of 
our ancestors to say, it is an old princ^le, adopted by 
them, as the policy of our country. >V heuever the United 
States have had tiie right and the power, they have here- 
tofore prevented the extension of iSlavery. The States 
of Kentucky and Tennessee were taken off flrom other 
States, and were admitted into the Union without condi- 
tion, because their lands were never owned by the United 
States. The Territory northwest of the Ohio is all the land 
which ever belonged to them. Shortly after the cession of 
those lands to tne Union, Congress passed, in 1787, a com- 
pact, which was declared to be unalterable, the sixth arti- 
cle of which provides that, " there tihaU be neither 
JSlavery nor involuntary se/tdiude in tlte ttaid Terri- 
tory^ otlvenwUte t/utn in Vte punishment for crimes, 
tofiereo/ the parties shall have been duly consoicted. 
In pursuance of this compact, all the States formed from 
that Teiritory have been admitted into the Union upon 
Tarious conditions, and, amongst which, the sixth article of 
this compact is included as one. 

Let gentlemen also advert to the law for the admission 
of the State of Louisiana into the Union ; they will find it 
filled with conditions. It was required not only to form a 
Constitution upon tlie principles of a republican govern- 
ment, but it was required to contain the *' fundamental 
principles of civil and religious liberty." It was even re- 
quired, as a condition of its admission, to keep its records, 
and its judicial and its legislative proceedings, in the Eng- 
lish language ; and also to secure the trial by jury, and to 
surrender all claim to unappropriated lands in the Terri- 
tory, with the prohibition to tax any of the United States* 
lands. 

After this long pracUce and constant usage to annex 
conditions to the admission of a State into the Union, will 
gentlemen yet tell us it is unconstitutional, and talk of our 
principles being novel and extraordinjiry ? 

Mr. Scott, of Missouri, said : 

He trusted that his conduct, during the whole of the 
time in which he had had the honor of a seat in the House, 
Lad convinced gentlemen of his disposition not to obtrude 
hi^ sentiments on any other subjects than those on which 
the interest of his constituents, and of the Territory he r«. 



presented, were immediately concerned. But when a 
question such as the amendments proposed by the gentle- 
men from New York (Messrs. Tallmadge and Taylor), was 
presented for consideration, involving constitutional prin- 
ciples to a vast amount, pregnant with the future fate of 
the Territory, portending destruction to the liberties of 
that people, directly bearing on their rights of property, 
their state rights, thehr all, he should consider it as a dere- 
liction of his duty, as retreating from his post, nay. double 
criminality, did he not raise his voice against their adop- 
tion. 

Mr. Scott entertained the opinion, that, under the Con- 
stitution, Congress had not the power to impose this, or 
any other restriction, or to require of the people of Mis- 
souri their assent to this conaition, as a pre-requislte to 
their admission into the Union. Ue contended this from 
the language of the Constitution itself, from the practice 
in the admission of new States under that instrument, and 
from the express terms of the treaty of cession. The 
short view he intended to take of those points would, he 
trusted, be satisfactory to all those who were not so 
anxious to usurp power as to sacrifice to its attainment 
the principles of otir government, or who were not desir- 
ous of prostrating the rights and independence of a State 
to chimerical views of policy or expediency. The authority 
to admit new States into the Union was granted in the 
tldrd section of tiie fourth article of the Constitution, which 
declared that " new States may be admitted by the Con- 
gress into the Union." The only power given to the Con- 
Sess by this section appeared to him to be, that of pass- 
g a law for the admission of the new State, leaving it in 
possession of all the rights, privileges, and immunities, en- 
joyed by the other States ; the most valuable and promi- 
nent of wldch was that of forming and modifying their 
own State Constitution, and over wldch Congress had no 
superintending control, other than that expressly given iii 
the fourth section of the same article, which read, " The 
United States shall guarantee to every State in tliis Uniom 
a republican form of government.*' This end accomplished, 
the guardianship of the United States over the Constitu- 
tions of the several States was fulfilled ; and all restrictions, 
limitations and conditions beyond this, was so much power 
unwarrantably assumed. In illustration of tliis position, 
he would read an extract from one of the essays written 
by the late President Madison, contemporaneously with 
the Constitution of the United States, and from a very^ 
celebrated work : ** In a confederacy founded on republi- 
can principles, and composed of republican members, the 
superintending government ought clearly to possess au- 
thority to defend the system against aristocratic or 
monarchical innovations. The more intimate the nature 
of such an union may be, the greater interest have tlio 
members in the political institutions of each other, and 
the greater right to insist that the forms of government 
under which the compact was entered into, should be sub- 
stantially maintained. But this authority extends no fur- 
ther than to a gttarantee of a republican form 0/ gov- 
ernment, which supposes a preexisting government of the 
form which is to be guaranteed. As long, therefore, as the 
existing republican forms are continued by'the States, they 
are guaranteed by the Federal Constitation. Whenever 
the States may choose to substitute other republican 
forms, they have a right to do so, and to claim the Federal 
guarantee for the latter. The only restriction imposed 
on them is, that they shall not exchange republican for 
anti-republican Constitutions; a restriction which, it is 
presumed, will hardly be considered as a grievance." 

Mr. Scott believed it to be a just rule of interpretation, 
that the enumeration of powers delegated to Congress 
weakened their authority in all cases not enumerated ; 
and that beyond those powers enumerated they had none, 
except they were essentially necessary to carry into effect 
those that were given. The second section of the fourth 
article of the Constitution, which declared that " the citi- 
zens of each State shall be entitled to all the privileges 
and Immunities of citizens in the several States," was 
satisfactory, to his judgment, that it was hitended the citi- 
zens of each State, forming a part of one harmonious 
whole, should have, in all things, equal pri^Hegea; the 
necessary consequence of which was. that every man, in 
his own State, should have the same rights, privileges, and 
powers, that any other citizen of t^e United States liad in 
his own State; otherwise, discontent and murmurings 
would prevail against the general government who had 
deprived him of this equality. 

For example, if tlie citisens of Pennsylvania, or Vir- 
ginia, enjoyed the right, in their own State, to decide the 
question wiiether they would have Slavery or not, the 
citizens of Mltisouri, to give them the same privileges, 
uiust have the same right to decide whether they would or 
would not tolerate Slavery in their State; if it were 
otherwise, then the citisens of Pennsylvania and Virginia 
xto\M. have more rights, privileges and powers in their 
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reepsetive State!>, than the tfi«ns of Missour! would 
have in theirs. Mr. S. saUl ht .Tuuld mak« another quo- 
tation fruiu the SHine work he hHd before been indebted 
to, which lie believed had considerable bearing on this 
Buhject. *' The powers delegated by the proposed Gonsti- 
tation, to the Federal Govermnent, are f^w and defined ; 
those which are to remain in the State Oorernments, are 
numerous and indefinite; the former will be. exercised 
principally on eternal objects, as war, peace, negotia- 
tion, and foreign commerce, with which last the powers 
of taxation will, for ttie most part, be connected. The 
powers reservetl to the several States will extend to all 
the objects, which in the ordinary course of Hffairs con- 
cern tue lives, liberties, and properties of the people, and 
the internal order, improremeut, and prosperity of the 
State.'* The applicability of this doctrine to the question 
under consideratiuu was so obvious, Uiat be would not 
detain the House to give examples, but leave it fuf>gentle- 

men to make tlie application 

Mr. Scuic believed, tiiat the practice under the Consti- 
tution had been different from that now contended for 
by gentlemen ; lie was unapprised of any similar provi- 
sion having ever been made, or attempted to be made, in 
relation to any other new State heretofore admitte4l. The 
argument drawn from the States formed out of tlie Terri- 
tory nortiiwesi of the river Ohio, he did not consider as 
analogous ; that restriction, if any, was imposed in pur- 
suance of a compact, and only, so far a.s Congress could 
do, carried into effect tlie dl^positi«>n of Virginia in refe- 
reuce to a part of her own ' riginal Territory, and wa-s, 
in every reapect, more ju*'t, l)ecHUse that provision was 
mideaud publiaiied to tlie wot Id at a time when but few, 
If any, settlements were formed witldn that tractof coun- 
try ; and liie children ot thos^ people of color belonging , 
to the inhabitants then tiiere, have been, and still were, | 
held in bomiage, and were not free at a given age, as was i 
contemplated by the amendment under consideration ; nor | 
did he doubt but that it was competent for any of those 
Stales admitted in pur:«Qance of the Ordinance of '67, to 
call a Convention, and so to alter iheir Constitution as 
to allow the introduction of slaves, if they thouglit pro- 
per to do su. To tiiose gentlemen who i ad in their argu- 
ment, in support of the ameadiiienis, adverted to the in- 
stance wiiere Congress had, by the law authorising the 
people of Loui^^lana to form a Coni>iitution and Sta'e 
Qovernifieiit, exercised the power of imposing the terms 
and conditions on which they should be permitted to do 
so, he would recommend a careful examination and com- 

Earison of those terms with the Constitution of the 
United Siate.s when, he doubted not, they would be con- 
vinced that liie^e restrictions were only such as w^re in 
express and poiiive language defined in the 1 liter instru- 
strument, and would have been equally binding on the 



people of Louisiana had they not been enumerHted in the. his own cheek, for inconsistency? WhaS starve the ne 



law giving them authority to form a Constitution for 
Uiemselves. 

Mr. S. said, he considered the contemplated conditions 
and restrictions, contained in the prop ised amendments, 
to be unconstiiuiionai and unwarrant ible, from the pro- 
visions of the Treaiy of Cession, by the third article of 
which it W)iS stipulated, that " tiie inhabitanti of the 
ceded Terri ory slial( be incorporated in the Union of the 
United States, and admitted, as soon as possible, accord- 
ing to the principles of the Federal Constitution, to the 
ei\)oyment of all the rights, advantages, and immunities 
of citiiens of the United States, and, in the mean time, 
they shall be maintained and protected in tiie freeei\joy- 
nient of their liberty, property, and the religion which 
tliey profess.'' 

Tlie p-ople were not left to the wayward discretion of 
this or any otlier government, by saying that they may 



of their own T In short, in what had they equal rights 
adifontage* and ifnmtifUH^S^ with the other oitisens of 
the United States, but in the privilege to submit to a pro- 
crastination of their rights, and In the advantage to sub- 
scribe to your laws, your rules, your taxes, and your 
powers, even without a hearing P Those people were alro 
" to be admitted into the Union as soon as possible." 
Mr. Scott would infer from this expression, that it was the 
understanding of the parties, that so soon as any portion 
of the Territory, of sufficient extent to form a State, 
should contain the number of inhabitants required by law 
to entitle them to a representative on the floor of this 
House, that they then had the right to make the call for 
admission, and this admission, when made, was to be, not 
on conditions that gentlemen might deem expedient, n<-t 
on conditions referable to future political views, not on 
conditions that the Constitution the people should form 
should contain a clause that would particularly open the 
door for emigration from the North or from the South, 
not on condition that the future population of the State 
should come from a Slaveholding or Non-S1aveho1ding 
i^tate, " but according to the prineipUt q^ ths Federal 
Coneiitntion^** and none other. 

Mr. Scott had trust«d that gentlemen who professed to 
be actuated by motives of humanity and principle would 
not encourage a course of <Ussimulation, or, by any vote 
of theirs, render It necessary for the citlsens of Missouri 
to act equivocally to obtain their rights. He was unwill- 
ing to believe, that political views aJoneled gentlemen on 
this or any other occasion ; but, from the language of the 
member from New-Tork (Mr. Taylor), he was compelled 
to suxpect that th«y had their influence upon him. That 
gentlemen has told us, that if ever he left his present re- 
sidence, it would be for I linois or Missouri ; at all events, 
he wished to send out his brothers and his sons. Mr. Scot c 
begged thnt gentleman to relieve him from ihe awful ap- 
prehension excited by the prospect of this accession of 
population. He hoped the House would excuse him white 
he stated, that he did not desire that gentleman, his son^*, 
or his brothers, in that land oi brave, noble, and inde- 
pendent freemen. The member says that the latitude is 
too far North to admit of Slavery there. Would the 
gentleman cast his eye on the map before him, he would 
there see, that a part of Kentucky, Virginia, and Mary- 
land, were as far North as the Northern boundary of tlie 
proposed State of Missouri. Mr. Scott would thank Ti>e 
gentleman if he would condescend to tell him what pre- 
cise line of latitude suited his conscience, his humanitjr, 
or his political views, on this subject. Could that mem- 
ber be serious, when he made the parallel of latitude the 
measure of his good-will to those unfortunate blacks f 
Or was he trying how far he could go in fallacious argu- 
ment and absurdity, without creating one blush even on 



groes out, pen them up in the swamps and morasses, corfr- 
flne them to Southern latitudes, to long, scorching days 
of iHbor and fatigue, until the race becomes extinct, that 
the fair land of Missouri may be tenanted by that gentle- 
man, his brothers, and sons 1 He expected from the ma- 
jority of the House a more liberal policy, and better evi- 
dence that they really were actuated by humane motives. 

The House bill, thus passed, reached the 
Senate, February 17th, when it was read twice 
and sent to a Select Committee already raised 
on a like application from Alabama, consisting of 

Messrs. Tait, of Georgia ; Morrow, of Ohio ; Williams, of 
Mississippi ; Edwards, of Illinois ; Williams, of Tennessee. 

On the 22iid, Mr. Tait, from this Committee, 



le incorporated in the Union! The language was differ- 1 reported the hill with amendments, Striking out 
ent and imperative: ^^ they shall be incorporated." \ the Auti-Slaverv restrictions inserted by the 

i)y tlie term incorporated, t\mt , House. This bill was taken up in Committee of 



Mr. Scott understood by the term 
they were to foim a constiiuent part of this republic; 
that they were to become joint partners in the character 
and councils of tiie country, and in the national losses 
and national gains ; a.s a Territory they were not an es- 
sential part of ihe Government ; they were a mere pro- 
vince, suljject to the act« and regulations of the General 
Governmeni in all cases whatsoever. As a Territory, they 
had not all the righte, advantages and imtntmiUee, of 
ciiiiensof the United s^tites. Mr. S himself furnished an 
example, iliat, m their present condition, they had not all 
tiie rights oi the o her citisens of the Union. Had he a vote 
in this House? and yet these people were, duringthe war, 
subject tu certain taxes imposed by Congress. Had those 
people any voii e to give in the imposition of taxes to 
which they were subject, or in the disposition of the 
funds of tiitt nation, and particularly those arising from 
the sales of the public lands tA which they already had, 
and stid would largely c«tntril>ute? Had th^y a Voice to 
give in selectiiigthe ofliuers uf this Government^ or many 



the Whole, on the 27th, when Mr. Wilson of 
New-Jersey moved its postponement to the 5th 
of March— that is, to the end of the session — 
ne^catived : Yeas 14 ; Nt^ys 23. 

The Senate then proceeded to vote on agree- 
ing to the amendments reported by the Select 
Committee, vix. : 1, to strike out of the House 
bill the following : 

And that all children of slaves born within the said 
State, after the admission thereof into the Union, shall 
be Free, but may be held to service until the age of 
twenty -one years. 

Which was stricken out by the following vote . 

Teas— Against tf^e Restriction —^J. Jfaye—I'O^ 
the KestficUi.n—l. 
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The Senate then proceeded to vote on the j 
residue of the House Restriction, as follows: I 

And provided alsOy That the further iDtroduction of 
Slavery or involuntary servitude be prohibited, except 
for tlie punishment of crimes, whereof the party shall 
have been duly convicted. 

The vote on this clause was as follows : 

Yeaa—Ibr stHking out the Restriction —^. Kays 
— A gainst striking out — ^16. 

The bill thus amended was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and was (March 2nd — last day but one 
of the Session) read a third time, and passed 
witljout a division. The bill was on that dav 
returned to the House, and the anjendraents of 
the Senate read : whereupon, Mr. Tallmadge, of 
New-York, moved that the bill be postponed 
indefinitely. Yeas 69 ; Nays 74. 

[The record shows hardly a vofe changed from Tea, on 
the original passage of the Restriction, to Nay now, but 
inNny members who voted then were now absent or 
e'lent.] 

The vote was then taken on concurring in 
the Senate's amendments, as aforesaid, and the 
House refuseti to concur; Yeas 76; Nays 78. 

[Hardly a vote changed ; but more members voting 
than on the previous division, and less* than when the 
Ktrstriction was carried.] 

Tlie bill was now returned to the Senate, wih 
a message of non-concurrence ; when Mr. Tait 
moved that the Senate adhere to its amendment, 
which was carried without a division The bill 
being thus remanded to the House, Mr. Taylor, 
of New-York, moved that the House adhere t«> 
its disagreement, which prevailed. Yeas 78 ; 
Nays 66. So the bill fell between the two 
Houses, and was lost. 

The Southern portion of the then Territory 
of Missouri (organized by separation from 
Louisiana in 1812) was excluded from the pro- 
posed State of Missouri, and organized as a 
separate Territory, entitled Arkansas. 

The bill being under consideration, Mr. Tay- 
lor, of New-York, moved that the foregoing re- 
striction be applied to it also ; and the clause, 
proposing that slaves born therein after the 
passage of this act be free at twenty-five years 
of age, was carried (February 17th) by 75 Yeas 
to 73 Nays; but that providing against the 
further introduction of Slaves was lost ; Yeas 
70; Nays 71. The next day, the clause just 
adopted was stricken out, and the bill ultimately 
passed without any allusion to Slavery. Ar- 
kansas of course became a Slave Territory, and 
ultimately (1836) a iSlave State. 

THE SECOND MISSOURI STRUGGLE. 

A new Congress assembled on the 6th of 
December, 1819. Mr. Clay was again chosen 
Speaker. On the 8th, Mr. Scott, delegate from 
Missouri, moved that the memorial of her Ter- 
ritorial Legislature, as also of several citizens, 
praying her admission into the Union as a State, 
be referred to a Select Committee ; carried, 
and Messrs. Scott, of Missouri, Robertson, of 
K«*ntucky, Terrell, of Georgia, Strother, of Vir- 
^nia, and De Witt, of New-York, (all but the 
last from the Slave region,) were appointed said 
committee. 

Mr. Strong, of New- York, that day gave 
notice of a bill ** To prohibit the further exten- 
sion of Slavery in the United States." 



On the 14th, Mr. Taylor, of New-York, moved 
a Select Committee on this subject, which was 
granted ; and the mover, with Messrs. Liver- 
more, of New-Hampshire, Barbour, (P. P.) of 
Virginia, Lowndes, of South-Carolina, Fuller, of 
Massachusetts, Hardin, of Kentuckv, and Cuth 
bert, of Georgia, were appointed sucn committee, 
A majority of this Committee being Pro-Slavery, 
Mr. Taylor could do nothing ; and on the 2Sih 
the Committee was, on motion, discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject. 

On the same day, Mr. Taylor moved : 

Tiiat a Committee be appointed wi<h instructions to 
report a bill prohibiting the further admission or slavei 
into the Territories of the United States West of the river 
Mississippi. 

On motion of Mr. Smith, of Maryland, thiif 
resolve was sent to the Committee of the AVhole, 
and made a special order for January 10th; 
but it was not taken up, and appears to have 
slept the sleep of death. 

In the Senate, the memorial of the Missouri 
Territorial Legislature, asking admissio'n as a 
State, was presented by Mr. Smith, of South- 
Carolina, December 29th, and referred to the 
Judiciary Committee, which consisted of 

Messrs. Smith,of South Carolina; Leake, of Mississippi ; 
Burrill, of Rhode Islaud ; Logan, of Kentucky ; Otis of 
Massachusetts. 

DANIEL WEBSTER ON SLAVERY EXTENSION. 

The following is extracted from the " Memor- 
ial to the Congress of the United States, on the 
subject of restraining the increase of Slavery in 
New States to be admitted into the Union," iu 
pursuance of a vote of Uie inhabitants of Boston 
and its vicinity, assembled at the State House 
on the 8d of December, 1819, which was 
drawn up by Daniel Webster, and signed by 
himself, George Blake, Josiah Quincy, James 
T. Austin, etc- It is inserted here instead of 
the resolves of the various New England Legis- 
latures, as a fuller and clearer statement of the 
views of the great body of the people of that 
section during the pendency of the Missouri 
question : 
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MEMORIAL 



To the Senate and Bouse of Representatives of the 
United States^ in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned, inhabitants of Boston and its 
vicinity, beg leave most re.^pectfully and humbly to repre- 
sent: That the question of the introduction of Slavery 
into the new States to be formed on the west side of the 
Mississippi River, appears to them to be a question of 
tiie last importance to the future welfare of the United 
States. If the progress of this great evil is ever to be 
arrested, it seeras to the undersigned that this is the time 
to arrest it. A false step taken now, cannot be retraced ; 
and it appears to us that the happiness of unborn millionb 
rests on the measure which Congress on this occasion 
may adopt. Considering this as no local question, nor a 
question to be decided by a temporary expediency, but 
as involving great interests of the whole United States, 
and affecting. deeply and essentially those objects of 
common defense, general welfare, and the perpetuation 
of the blessings of liberty, for wliich the Constitution it- 
self was formed, we have presumed, in this way, to offer 
our sentiments and express om* wishes to the National 
Legislature.^ And, as various reasons have been 8ug« 
gested against prohibiting Slavery in the new States, it 
may perhaps be permitted to us to state our reasons, 
both for believing that Congress possesses the Constitu- 
tional power to make sucii prohibition a condition, on 
the admission of a new State into the Union, and that it 
is just and proper that they should exercise tliat power. 

** And in the first place, as to the Constitutional au« 
thority of Congress. The Constitution of the United 
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8tat«0 has declared that *' OoDfr«ss diAlI ha^e power to 
dispose uf and make all needful roles and regulations re- 
specting the Territory or other property Itelonging to the 
United States : and nothing in this Oonstltutlon shall be 
so construed hs to pri^udioe the claims of the United 
States or of any pariiuular 8- ate." It is yery well known, 
that the saying in tliia clause of the claims of any par- 
ticular State, was detsigued to apply to claims by the then 
existing States, of territory wttieh was also claimed by 
the United States as their own property. It has, there- 
fore, no bearing on ttie present question. The power, 
then, of Congress over its own Territories, is, by the very 
terms of the Constitution, unlimited. It may make all 
** needful rules and regulations," which of course include 
all such regulations as its own views of policy or expedi- 
ency 'shall, from time to time, dictate. If, therefore, in 
Its Judgment it be needful for the benefit of a Territory to 
enact a prohibition of Slayery, it would seem to be as 
much within its power of Legislation as any other act of 
ICcal policy. Its sovereignty being complete and uni- 
versal as to the Territory, it may exercise over it the 
most auiple Jurisdiction in every respects It possesses, 
in this view, all the authority Which any State Legisla- 
ture possesses over its own Territory ; and if any dtate 
Legislature may, in its discretion, abolish or prohibit 
Slavery within its own limits, in virtae of its general 
Legislative authority, for the same reason Congress also 
may exercise the like authority over its own Territories. 
Abd that a tftate Legislature, unless restrained by some 
Oonsticutlonal proviiilon, may so do, is unquestionable, 
and has been established by general practice. .... 

If the constitutional power of Congress to make the 
proposed prohibition be satisfactorily shown, the Justice 
and policy of such prohibition seem to the underriigned 
to be supported by plain and strong reasons. The per- 
mission of Slavery in a new State, necessarily draws arter 
It an extension of that inequality of representation, 
which already exists in regard to the original States. 
It cannot be expected that those of the original States, 
Which do not hold slaves, can look on such an extension 
as being politically Just. As between the original States 
the representation rests on compact and plighted faith ; 
and your memorialists have no wish that that compact 
should be disturbed, or that plighted faith in the slightest 
degree violated. But the subject assumes an entirely 
different character, when a new State proposes to be ad- 
mitted. With her there is no compact, and no faith 
plighted ; and where is the reason tliat she could come 
into the Uniun with more than an equ^ share of p«>litical 
importance and political power f Already the raiio of 
representation, esiabllslied by the Constitution, has given 
to the States holding slaves twenty members of the House 
of Representatives more than they would have been en- 
titled to, except under the particular provision of the 
Constitution. In all probability, this number will be 
doubled in thirty years. Under these circumstances, we 
deem it not an unreasonable expectation that the inhabi- 
tants of Missouri should propose to come into the Union, 
renouncing the right In question, and establishing a 
Constitution prohibiting it forever. Without dwelling on 
tills topic, we have still thought it our duty to, present it 
to tiie cunsidt-ration of Congress. We present it with a 
deep and earnest feeling of its importance, and we re- 
■pect fully solicit for it the full consideration of the Na- 
tional Legislature. 

Tour memorialists were not without the hope that the 
time had at length arrived when the inconvenience and the 
danger of tliis description uf population had become appa- 
rent in all parts of titis country and In all parts of the ci vil- 
iied world. It might have been hoped thai the new States 
themselves would huve had such a view of their own per- 
manent interests and prosperity as would have led them 
to prohibit its extenaiun and Increase. The wonderful iu- 
creaxe and prosperity uf the States north of the Ohio is un- 
questionably to be ascribed, in a great measure, to the con* 
sequences of the oi dlnance of 1787 ; and few, indeed, are 
the occasions, in the history of nations, in which so much 
can be done, by a single act, for the benefit of future 
generations, as was done by that ordinance, and as may 
now be done by the Congress of the United States. We 
appeal to the justice and to the wisdom of the National 
Councils to prevent the further progress of a great and 
serious evil. We appeal to those who look forward to the 
remote cousequencen of their measures, and who cannot 
balance a temporary or trifling inconvenience. If there 
were such, against a permanent, growing, and desolating 
evil. We cannot forbear to remind the two Huunes of 
Congress that the early and decisive measures adopted 
by the American (government for the abolition of the 
stave-tr;ide, are among the proudest memorials of our 
nation'<« glory. That Slavery was ever tolerated in the 
Republic is, as yet, to be attributed to the policy of an- 
other Oovernmeut. No imputation, thus lar, resta on 



any portion of the American Confederacy. The Missouri 
Territory is a new country. If its extensive and fertile 
field shall be opened as s market for slaves, the Govern- 
ment will seem to become a party to a traffic which,' in 
so many acts, through so many years, it has denounced as 
impolitic, unchristian, inhuman. To enact laws to pun- 
ish the traffic, and, at the sa<iie time, to tempt cupidity 
and avarice by the allurement" of an invatlable market, 
is inconsistent and IrreotDcilable. Goverumeut, by such 
a course, would only deQiat its own purposes, and render 
nugatory its own measures. Nur cau the laws derive 
support from the manners of the people, If the power of 
moral sentiment be weakened by enjnying, under the per- 
mission of Government, great fitcilitles to commit of- 
fenses. The laws of tiie United States have denounced 
heavy penalties against tiie traffic in slaves, because sncii 
traffic is deemed unjust and inlminan. We appeal to the 
spirit of these laws. We appeal to this Justice and human- 
ity. We ask her whether they ought nut to operate, on the 
present occasion, with all tiieir foreef We have a strong 
feeling of the injustice of any toleration of Slavery. Cir- 
cumstances have entailed it on a portion of our communi- 
ty, which cannot be immediately relieved from it without 
consequences more ii^jurlous than the suffering of the evil. 
Hut to permit it in a new country, where yet no habits are 
formed which render it indi!<pensable, what is it, but to en- 
courage that rapacity, and fraud and violence, against 
which we have so long pointed the denunciations of our 
penal code f What Is it, but to tarnish ttie proud fame of 
the country ? What is it, but to throw suspicion on its good 
faith, and to render questionable all Its professions of ro> 
gard for the rigiits of humanity and tlie liberties of mun- 
kindf 

As inhabitants of a free country— as cltlsens of a 
great and rising Kepubyc — as meiui>ers of a Christian 
community — as living in a liberal and enlightened ag^, 
and as feeling ourselves called upon by tlMi dictates of re- 
ligion and humanity, we have presumed to offer our senti- 
ments to Congress on this question, wiih a solicitude for the 
event far beyond what a common occasion could inspire.** 

Instead of reprinting the Speeches elicited by 
this fruitful theme, which must necessarily, to 
a great extent, be a mere reproduction of ideas 
expressed in the debate of the last session, 
already given, we here insert the Resolves of 
the Legislatures of New-York, New- Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware and Kentucky — the firut 
three being unanimous expresisions in favor of 
Slavery Restriction ; the fourth, from a Slave 
State, also in favor of such Restriction, though 
probably not unanimoudly agreed to by the 
Legislature; the last against Restriction, and 
also (we presume) unanimous. Ttie Legislatures 
of the Free States were generally unanimous for 
Restriction; those of the Slave States (Dela- 
ware excepted) against it. It is not deemed 
necessary to print more than the following : 

NEW-TORK. 

State of New-Tork, In Assembly, Jan. 17, 1820 : 
TTAereas, The inhibiting the (Urther extension of 
Slavery in these United States Is a subject of deep concern 
among the people of this State ; and whereas we consider 
Slavery as an evil much to be deplored ; and that every 
constitutional barrier should be interposed to prevent its 
ftirther extension ; and that the Constitution of the United 
States clearly gives Oingress the right to require of new 
States, not comprised within the original boundaries of 
Uiese United States, the prohibition of Slavery, as a oondi 
tionof its admisrion into the Union: Therefore, 

Ruolved (if the honorable the Senate concur hereia), 
That our Senators be instructed, and our RepresentaUves 
in Congress be requested, to oppose ttie admission as a 
State into the Union, any territ<N7 not comprised as afore- 
«dd, without making the prohibition of Slavery therehi an 
indispensable condition of admission ; therefore, 

Besolvedf That measures be taken by the clerks of 
the Senate and Assembly of this State, to transmit copies 
of the preceding resolutlona to ea«k of our Seaaton and 
RepresentaUves In Congress. 

(Unanimoasly concurred in by ^he Senate.) 
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1IIW-/KB8KT. 

Homia or RKPsnsxTAfnna, ) 
Jantwiry 2U/i, 1820. f 

Mr. Wilson, of N. J., communicated the ibl- 
lowing Resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of New-Jei'sey, which were read : 

TrA«r«a«, A BUI te now depending In the Congress of 
the United States, od tlie application of the people in the 
Territory of H sfcouri for the admission of that Territory 
as a State into the Union, not containing provisions 
against UlAyery in such proposed State, and a question is 
made upon the r.ght and expediency of such provision. 

The representatives of the people of New-Jersey, 
in Legislative Council and General Assembly of the 
said State, now in session, deem it a duty they owe to 
themselves, to their constituents, and posterity, to de- 
clare and make known the opinions they hold upon this 
momentous subject ; and, 

1. They do re«olv« and declare^ That the further 
admission of Territories into the Union, without restric- 
tion of Slavery, would, in their opinion, essentially im- 
pair the I ight of this and. other existing States to equal 
representatiou in Congress (a right at the foundation of 
the political compact), inasmuch as such newly-admitted 
«lavehold.ng States would be represented on the basis of 
tbeir slave population ; a concession made at the forma- 
tion of the Constitution in favor of the then existing 
States, but never stipulated for new States, nor to be in- 
ferred from any article or clause in that instrument. 

8. Renolmed^ That to admit the Territory of Missouri 
as a State into the Union, without prohibiting Slavery 
there, would, in the opinion of^he representatives of the 
people of New-Jersey aforesaid, be no less than to sanc- 
tion this great political and moral evil, furnish the ready 
means of peopling a vast Territory with slaves, and per- 
petuate all the dangers, crimes, and pernicious effects of 
domestic bondage. 

8. Eewloed^ As the opinion of the Representatives 
aforesaid. That inasmuch as no Territory has a right to 
be adiu;tied inio the Union, but on the principles of the 
Federal Ctmstitution, and only by a law of Congi ess, con- 
senting thereto on the part of the existing States, Con- 
gress iiiuy riglitfully, and ought to refuse such law, unless 
upon t; e re.isotiubltf and Just conditions, assented to on the 
part of the people applying to become one of the States. 

4. RoHohoedy In the opinion of the Representatives 
aforesaid, That the article of the Constitution which re- 
strains Congress frotn prohibiting the migration or impor- 
tation of slave-i, until after the year 1&08, does, by neces- 
sary Itnplicatiun, admit the general power of Congress 
over the suigect of Slavery, and concedes to them the 
right to regula.e and restrain such migration and impor- 
tation after that time, iuto'the ex sting, or any newly-io- 
be-created State. 

5. ReeoUoed^ As the opinion of the Representatives 
of the people uf New-Jersey aforesaid. That Inasmuch as 
CongTtrss have a clear right to refuse the admission of a 
Territory into the Union, by the terms of the Constitu- 
tion, they ought, in the present case, to exercise that ab- 
solute discretion in order to preserve the political rights 
of the several exiiAing States, and prevent the great na- 
tional dixgraceand muliiplied mischiefs, which must ensue 
from conceiting it, as a matter of right, in tlie immense 
Territories yet to claim admission into the Union beyond 
tlie Hlss{s^ippi, that they may tolerate Slavery. 

6. Reaol/ced^ (with the concurrence of Council,) That 
the Governor of this State be requested to transmit a copy 
tif the ftiregoing resolutions to each of the Senators and 
Representatives of this State in the Congress of the Uni- 
tea Stales. 

PINNBTLVANIA. 

H«OBB OP RBPXRnamiTnp, ) 
DtoMfib^r li<A, 1819. f 

A motion was made bj Ifr. Duane and Mr. 
Thackara, and read as follows : 

The Senate and House of Representatives of the Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania, while they cherish {he right 
of tlw individunl States to express their opinion upon all 
public lueaitures proposed in the Congress of the Union, 
are awar** that its usefuluess must in a great degree de- 
pend upon the discretion with which it is exercised ; they 
believe that the right ought not to be resorted to upon 
trlf ial subjects or unitnportant occasions ; but they are 
also persuaded that there are moments when the neglect 
to exercise tt would be a dereliction of public duly. 

Such an occasion, as in their judgment demands the 
frank expression of the sentiments of Pennsylvania, is 
now presented. A meMure was ardently supported in 



the last Congress of the United States, and will probablf 
be as earnestly urged during the existing settsion of that 
body, which Iims a palpable tendency to Impair the politi- 
cal relations of the several States ; which is calculated to 
mar the social happiness of the presetit and future gene- 
rations; widcli, if adopted, would impede the march of 
humanity and Freedom through the world ; and would 
transfer from a misguided ancei>try an odious stain and 
fix it indelibly upon ttie present rave — a measure, in brief* 
which propo&es to spread the criiues and cruelties of Sla- 
very from the banks of the Mississippi to Me shores of the 
Pacific. When a measure of this character is serious^ 
advocated in Uie republican Cotigrei>8 of Ainericaf in tte 
nineteenth century, the several States sre invoked by the 
duty which they owe to the Deity, by the veneration which 
they entertain for the memory uf the founders of the Re- 
public, and by a tender regard for po^terity, to protest 
against its adoption, to refuse to covenant with crime, 
and to limit ti>e rai>ge of an evil that alrea* y hangs la 
awful boding over so large a portion of the Utiion.> 

Nor can such a protest be entered by any State wiilk 
greater propriety than by PeDni<ylvan1a. This Commoo- 
wealth has as sacredly respected the rights of oth<r 
States as It has b**en careful of it4 own ; it has been Uic 
invariable aim of tlie people of Pennsylvania to extend 
to the universe, by their example, the unadulterated 
blessings of civil an*! religious freedom ; and It is their 
pride that they have been at a-l times the practical advo> 
CHtes of those Improvements and churities atiiong men 
which are so well calculated to enable them to answer tiM 
purposes of their Creator ; and above all, they may boast 
I hat they were foremost in removing the pollution of Sla- 
very from among them. 

If, Indeed, the measure, against which Pennsylvania 
considers it her duty to raisie her voice, were calctiiated 
to abridge any of tlie rights guaranteed xa the several 
States ; U. oilious as Slavery iii, it was proposed to hasten 
its extint tion by means injurious to the Slates upon which 
it WH« unhappily entailed, Pennsylvania would be among 
the first to iu!<ist upon a sacred observance uf the ConsV 
tutlonal compact. But it cannot be pretended that the 
rights of any of the Slates are at all to be affected by re- 
fuMng to extend the mischiefs of human bondage over 
the boundless regions of the West, a Territory which 
formed no part of the Union at the adoption of tiie Con- 
stitution; wliicli has been but laiely purchased firom a 
Kuropean Power by the people of the Union at large; 
which may or may not be admitted as a State Into the 
Union at the discretion of Congress ; which luust estab- 
lish a Kepubllcau form of Government, and no other; 
and whose clliiiate.i)ffurd4 none of t):e pretexts urged for 
resorting to the lal)or ot natives of the torrid aone; such 
a Territory has no right, iniierent or acquired, such as 
those StHte^i possessed which et»tHblislied the existing Cob- 
stiiution. When that Constitution was framed in Septem- 
l>er, 1787, the concession tliai three-fifths of the slaves in 
the States then existing sttould be reprei^enied in Con- 
gress, could not have been iittended to embrace regions 
at that time held by a loreign power. On the contrary, 
so anxious were the CongI'e^s-of tlist day to confine hu- 
man bondnge within its ancient home, that on the 18U) 
of July, 1787, thHt body unaninousiy declared that Sla* 
very or involuntary servitude should not exist in the ex- 
tensive Territories bounded by the Ohio, tiie Mississippi, 
Canada and the Lakes ; and in the ninth article of the 
Constitution itself, the power of Congress to prohibit the 
emigration of servile persons after 18t8, is expressly re- 
coguiaetf ; nor is there to be found in the statute-book a 
single instance of the admission of a Territory to the 
rank of a State, In which Coiigre.ss have not adhered to 
the right, vested in them by the Constitution, to stipu* 
late with the Territory upon the cot.ditiuus of the boon. 
The Senate and House of Representatives of Penn- 
sylvania, therefore, cannot but deprecate any departure 
from the humane and enlightened policy pursued not only 
by the illustrious Congress which framed (he Constitution, 
bat by their successors witiiout excep ion. They are per- 
suaded tliat, to open the fertile regions of tlie West to a 
servile race, wonld tend to increase their numbers beyond 
all past example, would ot^en a new and steady market 
for the lawless venders of human fiesh, and would render 
all schemes for obliterating this most foul blot upon the 
American character, useless and unavailing. 

Under these convictions, and in the ful persaasion that 
upon tills topic there Is but one opiiilon in Pennsylvania— 

** R69ol9«d hy the S&nate and I/uwie qf R^prstenia- 
tkt09 of th6 CdmmonweaUh of Penntyhtania^ That the 
Senators of this State in the Congress of the United 
States be, and tliey are hereby instructed, and that the 
Representatives of this State in the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States be, and they are hereby requested, to vote 
against the admission of any 'I'erritory as a State into the 
Union, unless said Territory shall siiptilata and agree 
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that ** the ftirther Introduction of Slavery or involuntary 
servttade, except for the punistiuieiii of crimes whereof 
the party shall have been du'y convicied, shall be pro- 
hibited ; and that all children born witliin the said Ter- 
ritory, after its admission iuto tiie Union as a titaUj, shall 
be free, but may be held to service until the age of twenty- 
flve years." 

Rewlved^ That the Governor be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to cause a copy of the fort-gotng )>reamble and 
resolution to be tranttuiitted to each of the Senators and 
Kepretentatives of tliis State in the Congress of tlie United 
Spates. 

Laid on the table. 

Thursdat, December 16, 1819. 

Agreeably to the order of the day, the House resumed 
the consideration of the resolutions postponed on the 
14th lost., relative to preventing the introduction of 
Slavery into States hereafter to be admitted into the 
Unici^. And on the question, " Will the House agree to 
the resolution ?*' the Yeas and Nays were required by 
Mr. Kandall and Mr. Souder, and stood— Yeas 74— (M 
Democrats, 20 Federalisjts) ; Nays none. Among the 
Yeas were David K Porter, late Governor, Josiah Ran- 
dall of Philadelphia, late Whig, now a leading Democrat^ 
William Willdns, late minister to Russia, since In the 
State Senate, Dr. Daniel Sturgeon, late U. S. Senator, 
etc., etc William Duane, editor of The Aurora^ then 
the Demoeratio organ, also voted for the resolutions, as 
he had prominently advocated the principle they 
asserted. 

The Senate unanimously concurred, and the Resolves 
were signed by Gov. Wiiliam Findlay. 

DELAWARE. 

In Senate of the United States, early in 1820, 

Mr. Van Dyke communicated the following 

Resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 

Delaware, which were read : 

Resolved^ by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the State of Delaware, in General Assembly met: 
That it is, in tiie opinion of this Genera) Assembly, the 
constitutional right of the United States, in Congress 
assembled, to enact and establish, as one of the condi- 
tions for the admission of a new State into the Union, a 
'provision which shall effectually prevent the further 
introduction of Slavery into such State ; and that a due 
regard to the true interests of such State, as well as of 
the other States, require that the same should be done. 

BeeoVoed^ That a copy of the above and foregoing 
resolution be transmitted, by tlie Speaker of the 
Senate, to each of the Senators and Representatives 
from this State in the Congress of the United States. 

KKNTDCKT. 

In Senate, Janunry 24th, 1820, Mr. Logan 
communicated the loilowing preamble and He- 
solutions of the Legislature of the State of 
Kentucky, which were read : 

Whereae^ The Constitution of, the United States pro- 
vides for the admission of new States iuto the Union, and 
it is jtist and proper that all such States should be estab- 
lished upon the footing of original States, with a view 
to the preservation of Sta e Sovereignty, the prosperity 
of such new State, and tlie good of their citizens ; awi 
tohereae^ successful attempts have been heretofore 
made, and are now making, to prevent the People of the 
Territory of Missouri from being admitted into the Union 
as a State, unless trammeled by rules and regulations 
which do not exist in the original States, particularly in 
relation to the toleration of Slavery. 

WhereaSf also, If Congress can thus trammel or 
control the powers of a Territory in the formation of a 
State government, that body may, on the same principle, 
reduce its powers to little more than those possessed 
by the people of the District of Columbia, and whilst 
professing to make It a Sovereign State, may bind It In 
perpetual vassalage, and reduce It to the condition of a 
province; such State raust necessarily become the 
dependent of Congreas, asking such powers, and not the 
independent State, demanding rights. And whereae^ It 
Is necessary, in pi-escrvlng the State Sovereignties In 
their present rights, that no new State should be sub- 
jected to this restriction, any more than an old one, and 
that there can be no reason or justice why it should not 
be entitled to the same privileges, when It Is bound to 
bear all the burdens and taxes laid upon it by Congress. 

In passing the following retiolutloo, the General 
Assembly refrains tcova. expressing any opinion either in 
favor or against the priucipies of Slavery ; but to sup- 



port and maintain State rights, which it conceives neces- 
sary to be supported and maintained, to preserve the 
liberties of the free people of these United States, it 
avows its solemn conviction, that the States already 
confederated under one <(ommon Constitution, have not 
a right to deprive new States of equal privileges with 
themselves. Therefore, 

Beeohedf by the General Assembly of the Common- 
wealth of Kentucky, That the Senators in Congress from 
this State be instructed, and the Representatives be 
requested, to use their efforts to procure the passage of a 
law to admit the people of Missouri Into the Union, as a 
State, whether those people will sanction Slavery by 
their Constitution or not. 

Jieaolved^ That the Executive of this Commonwealth 
be requested to transmit this Resolution to the Senators 
and Representatives of this State In Congress, that it 
may be laid before that body for its consideration. 

The bill authorizing Missouri to form a con- 
stitution, etc.. came up in the Hotise as a 
special order, Jan. 24th. Mr. Taylor, of N.'Y., 
mored that it be postponed for one week: 
Lost : Yeas 87 ; Nays 88. Whereupon the 
House adjourned. It was considered in com- 
mittee the next day, as also on the 28th and 
80th, and thence debated daily until the 19th 
of February, when a bill came down from the 
Senate "' to admit the State of Maine into the 
Union," but with a rider authorizing the people 
of Missouri to form a State Constitution, etc., 
without restriction oti the subject of Slavery. 

The House, very early in the session, passed 

a bill providing for the admission of Maine as a 

State. This bill came to the Senate, and was 

sent to its Judiciary Committee aforesaid, which 

amended it by adding a provision for Missouri as 

above. After several days' debate in Senate, Mr. 

Roberts, of Pa., moved to recommit, so as to 

strike out all but the admission of Maine ; which 

was defeated (Jan.Uth, 1820)— Yeas 18 ; Nays 

25. Hereupon Mr. Thomas, of 111., (who voted 

with the majority, as uniformly against any 

restriction on Missouri) gave notice that he 

should 

" ask leave to bring a bill to prohibit the Introduction 
of Slavery Into t/ie Territortee' of the United Siatee 
North and West of Ute contemplated State of Mie- 
eouri ;" 

— which he accordingly did on the 19th ; when 
it was read and ordered to a third reading. 

[NOTR. — Great confusion and misconception exists In 
the public mind with regard to the " Missouri Restric* 
tion," two totally different propositions being called by 
that name. The original Restriction, which Mr. Clay 
vehemently opposed, and Mr. Jefferson in a letter 
characterised as a '' fire-bell in the night," contemplated 
the limitation of Slavery in its exclusion f^om the State 
of Miaaouri, This was ultimately defeated, as we shall 
see. The second proposed Restriction was that of Mr. 
Thomas, Just cited, which proposed the exclusion of 
Slavery, not from the State of Missouri, but/rom the 
TerrUoriee of the UnUed States North and West qfthat 
State. This proposition did not emanate from the origi- 
nal Missouri Restrlctionists, but from their adversaries, 
and was but reluctantly and partially accepted by the 
former.] 

The Maine admission bill, with the proposed 
amendments, was discussed through several 
days, until, Feb. 16th, the question was taken 
on the Judiciary Committee^s amendments 
(authorizing Missouri to form a State Conttitu* 
tion, and saying nothing of Slavery), which 
were adopted by the following vote : 

F0a«— Against the Restriction on Missouri, 28. 

[20 from Slave States ; 8 from Free States.] 
Naya^Vor Restriction, 21. 

[19 from Free States ; 2 from Delaware.] 

Mr. Thomas, of III , then propo.sed his amend- 
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ment, which, on the following day, he withdrew 
and substituted the following : 

And he it further enacted^ That In all that Territory 
ceded by France to the United States under the name of 
Louisiana which lies north of thirty-six degrees thirty' 
nunutes north latitude, excepting only such part thereof 
as is included within the limits of the State contemplated 
by this act, Slavery and involuntary servitude, otherwise 
than in the punishment of crime whereof the party shall 
have been duly convicted, shall be and is hereby forever 
prohibited. Provided always, that any person escaping 
into the same, from where labor or service is lawfully 
claimed In any State or Territory of the United States, 
such fugitive may b& lawfully reclaimed and conveyed 
to the person claiming hia or her labor or service as 
aforesaid. 

Mr. Trimble, of Ohio, moved a substitute for 
this, somewhat altering the boundaries of the 
regions shielded from Slavery, ^hich was 
rejected ; Yeas 20 (Northern) ; Nays 24 
(Southern). 

The question then recurred on Mr. Thomas's 
amendment, which was adopted, as follows : 

Ye€is — For excluding Slavery from all the 
Territory North and West of Missouri : 

Meaara. Brown of La., Mellen of Mass., 

Burrill of R. I., Morrill of N. H., 

Dana of Conn., Otis of Mass., 

Dickerson of N. J., Palmer of Vt., 

Eaton of Tenn., Parrott of N. H., 

Edwards of III., Pinkney of Md., 

Horsey of Del., Roberts of Pa., 

Hunter of R. I., Ruggles of Ohio, 

Johnson of Ky., Sanford of N. Y., 

Johnson of La.. Stokes of N. 0., 
Khag (Wm. R.) of Ala., Thomas of III, 
King (Rufua) of N. Y., Tichenor of Vt., 

Lanman of Conn., Trimble of Ohio, 

Leake of Miss., Tan Dyke of Del., 

Lowrie of Pa., Walker of Ala., 

Lloyd of Md., Williams of Tenn., 

Logan of Ky., Wilson of N. J.— 84. 

Nays — Against such Restriction : 

Messrs. Barbour of Ta., Pleasants of Ya., 

Elliott of Ga., Smith (Wm.) of S. C 

Gaillard of S. C, Taylor of Ind., 

Macon of N. C, ' Walker of Ga., 

Noble of Ind., Williams of Miss.— 10. 

[It will here be seen thtt the Restriction ulti- 
mately adopted — that excluding Slavery from 
all territory then owned by the United States 
North and West of the Southwest border of the 
State of Missouri — was proposed by an early and 
steadfast opponent of the Restriction originally 
proposed, relative to Slavery in the contem- 
plated State of Missouri, and was sustained by 
the votes of fourteen Senators from Slave States, 
including the Senators from Delaware, Mary- 
land, 'Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, and 
Louisiana, with one vote each from North 
Carolina and Mississippi. 

The current assumption that this Restriction 
was proposed by Rufus King, of New- York, and 
mainly sustained by the antagonists of Slavery 
Extension, is wholly mistaken. The truth, 
doubtless, is, that it was suggested by the more 
moderate opponents of the proposed Restriction 
on Missouri — and supported also by Senators 
from Slave States — as a means of overcoming 
the resistance of the House to Siaverv in Mis- 
souri. It was, in effect, an offer from the 
milder opponents of Slavery Restriction to the 
more moderate and flexible advocates of that 
Restriction — " Let us have Slavery in Missouri, 
and we will unite with you in excluding it from 
all the uninhlabited territories North and West 
of that State.*' It was in substance au agree- 
ment between the North and the South to that 



effect, though the more determined champions, 
whether of Slavery Extension or Slavery Re- 
striction, did not unite in it.] 

The bill, thus amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading by the following 
vote : 

Yeas — For the Missouri Bill : 



Messrs. Barbour of Ta., 
Brown of La,, 
Eaton of Tenn., 
Kdwards of IlL, 
Elliott of Ga., 
Gaillard of S. C, 
Horsey of Del., 
Hunter of R. I., 
Johnson of Ky., 
Johnson of La., 
King of Ala., 
Leake of Miss., 



Lloyd of Md., 
Logan of Ky., 
Parrott of N H., 
Pinkney of Md., 
Pleasants of Ya., 
Stokes of N. C, 
Thomas of 111., 
Van Dyke of Del., 
Wi^lker of Ala., 
Walker of Ga., 
Williams of Miss., 
Williams of Tenn— 24. 



I^ay* — Against the Bill : - 

Messrs. Burrill of R. I., Oiib of Mass., 

Dana of Conn., Palmer of Vt., 

Dickerson of N. J., Roberts of Pa., 

King of N. Y., Ruggles of Ohio, 

Lanman of Conn., Sanford of N. Y., 

Lowrie of Pa., Smith of S. C, 

Macon of N. C, Taylor of Ind., 

Mellen of Mass., Tichenor of Vt., 

Morrill of N. H., Trimble of Ohio., 

Noble of Ind., Wilson of N. J.— 20. 

The bill was thus passed (Feb. 18th) without 
further division, and sent to the House for con- 
currence. In the House, Mr. Thomas's amend- 
ment (as above) was at first rejected by both 
parties, and defeated by the strong vote of 159 
to 1 8. The Yeas (to adopt) were, 

Messrs. Baldwin of Pa., Meech, of Vt., 

Bayly of Md., Mercer of Va., 

Bloomfield of N. J., Quarles ofKy., 

Cocke of Tenn., Ringgold of Md., 

Grafts of Vt., Shaw of Mass., 

Culpepper of N. C, Sloan of Ohio , 

Kinsey of N, J., Smith of N. J., 

Lathrop of Mass.« Smith of Md., 

Little o^Md., Tarr of Pa— 18. 

Prior to thi^ vote, the House disagreed to 
the log-rolling of Maine and Missouri, into one 
bill by the strong vote of 93 to 72. [We do 
not give the Yeas and Nays on this decision ; 
but the majority was composed of the repre- 
sentatives of the Free States with only four ex- 
ceptions ; and Mr. Louis McLane of Delaware, 
who was constrained by instructions from his 
legislature. His colleague, Mr. Willard Hall, 
did not vote.] 

The members from Free States who voted 

with the South to keep Maine and Missouri 

united in one bill were, 

Messrs. H. Baldwin of Pa., Henry Meigs of N. Y., 

Bloomfleld of N. J., Henry Shaw of Mass., 

The House also disagreed to the remaining 
amendments of the Senate (striking out the re- 
striction on Slavery in Missouri) by the strong 
vote of 102 Yeas to 68 Nays. 

[Nearly or quite every Representative of a 
Free State voted in the majority on this division, 
with the following from Slave States : 

Louis McLane, Del, Nelson, Md., 

Alney McLean, Ky. Trimble, Ky.] 

So the House rejected all the Senate's 
amendments, and returned the bill with a cor- 
responding message. 

The Senate took up the bill on the 24th, and 
debated it till the 28th ; when, on a direct vote, 
it was decided not to recede from the attach- 
ment of Missouri to the Maine bill : Yeas 21 : 
(19 from Free States and two from DelaTif 
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Nays,. 23; (20 from Slave Scales with Med.srs. | 
*£tkj\OT of ind., fidirarda and Thomiia of III.) 

The Senate also voted not to reeede from its 
anendmeut prohibiting Slavery west of Mis- 
soarl, and north of 36^ 30\ north latitude. 
'(For receding, 9 from Slave States, with Messrs. 
Noble and Taylor of Ind. : against it, 8»— <22 
from Slave States, 11 from Free States.) The 
remaining amendments of tlie Senate were 
then insisted on without division, and the 
House notified accordingly. 

The bill was now returned to the House, 
which, on motion of Mr John W. Taylor of 
N. T , voted to insist on its disagreement to all 
but Sec. 9 of the Senators amendments, by Teas 
97 to Nays 76 : (all bul a purely sectional vote : 
Hugh Nelson of Va. voting with the North ; 
Baldwin of Pa., Bloomfield of N. J., and Shaw 
of Mass., voting with the South). 

Sec. ' 9, (the Senate^s exclusion of Slavery 
from the Territory north and west of Missouri) 
was also rejected — Yeas 160; Nays, 14, (much 
as before). The Senate thereupon (March 2nd) 
passed the House's Missouri bill, striking out 
the restriction of Slavery by Yeas 27 to Nays 
15, and adding without a division the exclusion 
of Slavery from the territory west and north of 
•aid State. Mr. Trimble again moved the ex- 
clusion of Slavery from Arkansas also, but was 
again voted down, Yeas, 12 ; Nays, 30. 

The Senate now asked a conference, which 
the House granted without a division. The 
Committee of Conference was composed of 
Messrs. Thomas of Illinois, Pinkney of Maryland, 
and Barbour of Va. (all anti-restrictionists), on 
the part of the Senate, and Messrs. Holmes of 
Mass., Taylor of N. Y., Lowndes of S. C, 
Parker of Mass , and Kinsey of N. J., on the 
part of the House. (Such constitution of thc^ 
Committee of Conference was in effect a sur- 
render of the Restrietion on the part of the 
House.) John Holmes of Mass., from this Com- 
mittee, in due time (March 2nd), reported that, 

1. The Senate should give up the combina- 
tion of Missouri in the same bill with Maine. 

2. The House should abandon the attempt 
to nestrict Slavery in Missouri. 

3. Both Houses should agree to pass the 
Senate's separate Missouri bill, with Mr. 
Thomas's re:jtriction or compromising proviso, 
excluding Slavery from all Territory north and 
west of Missouri. 

The report having been read, the first and 
most important question was put, vis : 

Will tbo House concur with the Senate In so mach of 
the said amendinents as proposes to strike from the 
fodrth section of the • Missouri) bill the provision prohib- 
lUng Slavery or involuntary servitude, in the contem- 
plated btate, otherwise than in the punishment of 
crimes ? 

On which question the Yeas and Nays wero 
demanded^ and were as follows : 

Yea8-»— 7^«r gioing up Ji^iirietiQtis on MU' 

$ouri : 

MASSAOHTmsTTS.— Mark Langdota R!H, John Hblaet, 
Jonathan Mason, Henry Shaw---4 

RuoDK Island. — Samuel Eddy— 1. 

OoxNBCTicDT.— Samuel A. Foot, James Sttefphens— t. 

WiW-YoKK — H«nry Meigs, Henry R. Storrs— S. 

N«w*jBRSKT*-JoBeph Bloomfield, Obarl«B&lnaqr,&sr- 
sard Smith-S. 

PttMMBYLVANiA.— Henry Baldwin, David 9aU«rton— 2l 

Total fro'n Free-States 14. 



J) LAWAKK. — Louis McLane — ^1. 

Maktlamo.— ^tephenaon Archer, Thomas Bayly, 
Thomas Culbreth, Joseph Kent, Pt^er Little, Raphael 
Neale, Samuel Ringgold, Samuel Sniich, Heniy R. War- 
field-9. 

Virginia. — Mark Alexander, William S. Archer, Philip 
P. Barbour, William A. Burweil, John Floyd, Robert & 
Garnett, James Johnson, James Jones, William McCoy, 
Cliarles F. Mercei-, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Nelson, Severo 
E Parker, Jas. PindaU, John Randolph, Ballard Smith, 
Alexander Smyth, George F. Strother, Thomas Van 
Swearingen, George Tucker, John Tyler, Jared Williams 

• North Carolhia.— Hutchins G. Burton, John Culpep- 
per, William Davidson, Weldon N. £dwarda, Charles 
Fisher, Thomas U. Hall, Cliarles Hooks, Thomas Settle, 
Jesse Slocumb, James S. Smith, Felix Walker, Lewis 
Williams— 12. 

SoDTH Caroliita.— Josiah Brevard, Ettas Earte, James 
Erwln, William Lowrnd s, James McCreary, James Over- 
street, Gha«|es Pinckaey, Kldred Simidns, Sterling 
Tucker— 9. 

GteoRGU.— ^oel A. Abbot, Thomas W. Cbbb. Joel 
Crawford, John A. Cuthbert, Robert R. Raid, WiUiam 
TerriU— 6. 

Alabama. — John Crowell— 1. 

Mississippi. — John Rankin— 1. 

Louisiana. — Thomas Butler — ^1. 

Kkntdckt— Richard C. Anderson, Jr., William Brown, 
Bei^Jamin Hardin, Alney McLean, Thomas Metcal^ Tun- 
stall Quarles, Geo. Robertson, David T(imbIe-4. 

TsNNKSSKK.— Robert Allen, Heiiry H. Bryan, Newton 
Cannon, John Cocke, Francis Jones, John iUiea— 6. 

Total Yeas from Slave Scate.o, 76 ; in all 90. 

Nays — Against gioing np the He'itrictian on 
Slaver 1/ iti Mimouri : 

Nsw-HAifpaHiRK. — Joseph Buffhm, jr., Josiah Butler, 
Clifton Clagett, Arthur Uvermore, William Phimer,Jr., 
Nathaniel Upham— 6. 

MABSACHUSRT'i-fl (including Maine). — Benjamin Adams, 
Samuel C. Allen. Joshua Cushman, Edward Dowse, Wal- 
ter Folger, jr., Timothy Fuller, Jonas Kendall, Martin 
Kinsley, Samuel Lathrop, Enoch Lincoln, Marcus Mor- 
ton, Jeremiah Nelson, James Parker, Zabdiel Sampson, 
Nathaniel Sllsbee, Ezekiel Whitman— 16. 

Rhode Island. —Nathaniel Hazard — 1. . 

CoMNBCTicuT.— Jonathan 0. Moseley, Ellsha Phelps, 
John Ross, Gideon Tomlinson — 4. 

Vbrxont.- Samuel C. Crafts, Rollln C. Bfallary, Eara 
Meech, Charles Rich, Mark Richards, William Strong — 6. 

Nbw-Yurk.— Nathaniel AUeu, Caleb Baker, Robert 
Clark, Jacob H. De Witt, John D. Dickinson, John Fay, 
William D. Ford, Ezra C. Gross, James Guyon, jr., 
Aaron Hackley, jr., George Hall, Joseph S. Lyman, 
Robert Moneil, Nathaniel Pitcher, Jonathan Richmond, 
Randall S. Street, James Strong, John W. Taylor, Albert 
H. Tracy, Solomon Van Renssetear, Peter U. Wendover, 
SUas Wood— 2i. 

NKW-JfCRS3f.— Ephraim Bateman, John Linn, Heary 
Southard— 8. 

PBNNSYLVANM.— Andrew Boden, William DaiVngton, 
George Dennison, Samuel Edwards, Thomae Forrest, 
Samuel Gross, Joseph Hemphill, Jacob liibsdunan, 
Joseph Heister, Jacob Hostetter, William P. Maelay, 
David Marchand, Robert Moore, Samuel Moore, John 
Murray, Thomas Patterson, Robert Phibon, Thomas J. 
Rogers, John Sergeant, Chiistian Tarr, James M. Wal- 
lace— 21. 

Ohio.— Philemon Beecher, Henry Bmsh, John W. 
Campbell, Samuel Henick, Thomas R. Boss, John Sloans 

Indiana.— William Hendrlclcs-— 1. 
Illinois. — ^Daniel P. Cook — ^1. 

Total, Nays, 87— all from Free Stated. 

(The members apparently absent on this im- 
portant division, were Henry W. Edwards of 
Conn., Walter Case and Honorius Peck ef N. Y. 
and John Condit of I^. J., from the Free States ; 
with Lemuel Sawyer of N. C, and David 
Walker of Ky., from the Slave States. Mr. 
Clay of Ky., being Speaker, did not vote.) 

This defeat broke the back of the Northern 
resistance to receiving Misaouri as a Slav«i 
State. 

Mr. Taylor, of N. T., now moved an amend- 
ment, intended to include Arkansas Tcnitntx 
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nndpr the proposed Inhibition of Slaverv west 
of Missouri ; but this motion was cut oif by the 
Previous Question, (which then cut off amend- 
ments more rigorously, according to the rules 
of the House, than it now does), and the House 
proceeded to concur with the Senate in inserting 
the exclusion of Slavery from the territory 
west and north of Mif»ouri, instead of that just 
stricken out by, 134 Yeas to 42 Nays, (the Nays 
being from the South). So the bill was paused 
in the form indicated above ; and the bill ad- 
mitting Maine as a State, (relieved, by a confer- 
ence, from the Missouri rider,) passed both 
Houses without a divison, ou the following day. 
Such was the virtual termination of the strug- 
gle for the restriction of Slavery in Missouri, 
which was beaten by the plan of proffering in- 
stead an exclusion of Slavery from all the then 
federal territory west and north of that State. 
ItisunquestiouHble tliftt, without this compromise 
or equivalent, the Northern votes, which passed 
the bill, could not have been obtained for it. 

tHK THIRD MISSOURI STRUGGLE. 

Though the acceptance of Missouri as a 
State, with a Slave Constitution, was forever 
settled by the votes just recorded, a new excite- 
ment sprang up on her presenting herself to 
Congress (Nov. 16, 1820),) with a State Consti- 
tution, framed on the 19th of July, containing 
the following resolutions : 

The Oeneral Assembly shall have no power to pass 
laws. First, for the emancipation of slaves without the 
consent of their owners, or without paying them, before 
such emancipation, a full equivalent for such slaves so 
emancipated ; and. Second, to prevent bona fide emi- 
fjants to this State, or actual settlers therein, from 
bringing from any of the United States, or from any of 
their Territories, such persons as may there be deemed to 
be slaves, so long as any persons of the same description 
are allowed to be held as slaves by the laws of this State. 

. • . . It shall be their duty, as soon as may be, to 
pass such laws as may be necessary, 

First, to prevent free negi-oes and mulattoes from 
coming to, and settling in, this State, under any pretext 
whatever. 

The North, still smarting under a sense of its 
defeat on the question of excluding Slavery from 
Missouri, regarded this as needlessly defiant, 
* insulting, and inhuman, and the section last 
quoted as palpably in violation of that clause 
of the Federal Constitution which gives to the 
citizens of each State (which blacks are, in 
several Free States), the rights of citizens in 
every State. A determined resistance to any 
each exclusion was manifested, and a portion 
of the Northern Members evinced a disposition 
to renew the struggle against the further intro- 
duction of slaves into Missouri. At the first 
effort to carry her admission, the House voted 
it down— Yeas, 79 ; Nays, 98. A second at- 
tempt to admit her, on condition that she would 
expunge the obnoxious clause (last quoted) of 
her CoMStirution, was voted down still more de- 
cisively — Yeas, 6 ; Nays 146. 

The House now rested, until a joint resolve, 
admitting her with but a vague and ineffective 
^oaltficaiion, came down from the Senate, where 
it was passed by a vote of 26 to 18 — six Sena- 
tors from Frt*e Swces in the affirmative. Mr. 
Clay, who had resigned in the recess, and been 
f uccoeded, as Speaker, hy John W. Taylor, of 
New* York, now appeared as the leader of the 
Misflimri admi.B6ioni.»ts, and proposed terms of 



compromise, which were twice voted down by 
the Northern members, aided by John Randolph 
and three others from the South, who would 
have Missouri admitted without condition or 
qualifieaiion. At last, Mr. Clay proposed a Joint 
(Jommtttee on this subject, to be chosen by bal- 
lot — which the House agreed to by 101 to 66 ; 
and Mr. Clay became its Chairman. By this 
Committee, it was agreed that a solemn pledge 
should be required of the Legislature of Mis- 
souri that the Constitution of that State should 
not be construed to authorize the passage of 
any Act, and that no Act should be passed, 
*' by which any of the citizens of either of the 
States should be excluded from the enjoyment 
of the privileges and immunities to which they 
are entitled under the Constitutiou of the United 
States." The Joint Resolution, amended by 
the addition of this proviso, passed the Honsie 
by 86 Yeas to 82 Nays ; the Senate concurred 
(Feb. 27th, 1821,) by 26 Yeas to 15 Nays--(all 
Northern but Macon, of N. C); Missouri com- 
plied with the condition, and became an ac- 
cepted member of the Union. Thus closed the 
last stage of the fierce Missouri Controversy, 
which for a time seemed to threaten — as so many 
other controversies have harmlessly threatened 
— the existence of the Union. 

EXTSNSION or MISSOURI. 

The State of Missouri, as origlually organized, 
was bounded on the west by a line already 
specified, which excluded a triangle west of 
said line, and between it and the Missouri, 
which was found, in time, to be exceedingly 
fertile and desirable. It was free soil by the 
terms of the Missouri compact, and was also 
covered by Indian reservations, not to be 
removed without a concurrence of two4hirds 
of the Senate. Messrs. Benton and Linn, Sena- 
tors from Missouri, undertook the- difficult task 
of engineering through Congress a bill includ- 
ing this triangle (large enough to form seven 
Counties) within the State of Missouri; which 
they effected, at the long session of 1835-6, so 
quietly as hardly to attract attention. The bill 
was first sent to the Senate^s Committee on the 
Judiciary, where a favorable report was pro- 
cured irom Mr. John M. Clayton, of Delaware, 
its Chairman ; and then it was floated through 
both Houses without encountering the perils of 
a division. The requisite Indian treaties were 
likewise carried through the Senate ; so Mi:«souri 
became possessed of a large and desirable 
accession of tenitory, which has since become 
one of her most populous and w^ealthy sections, 
devoted to the growing of hemp, tobacco, etc., 
and cultivated by slaves. This is the niost pro- 
Slavery section of the State, in which was 
originated, and was principally sustained, that 
series of inroads into Kansas, corruptions of 
her ballot-boxes, and outrages upon her peopk, 
whidi earned for their authors the appellation 
of Border Rufian*. 

THE ANNEXATION OF THXA& 

The name of Texas was originally ttfrpKed -tn 
a Spanish possessioii or pr^vhice, iyingbetween 
the Mississip[n and the Rio Grande del NorOe, 
but not extending to either of thes6 great rivers. 
It was an appendage of the Viceroy alty of 
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Mexico, but had very few oinlized inhabitants 
do'vn to the time of the separation of Mexico 
from Spain. On two or three occasions, bands 
of French adventurers had landed on its coast, 
or entered it from the adjoining French colony 
of Louisiana; but they had uniformly been 
treated as intruders, and either destroyed or 
made prisoners by the Spanish military authori- 
ties. No line had ever been drawn between 
the two colonies; but the traditional line be- 
tween them, south of the Red River, ran some- 
what within the limits of the present State of 
Louisiana. 

When Louisiana was trnnsferred by France to 
the United States, without specification of 
ooundaries, collisions of claims on this frontier 
was apprehended. General Wilkinson, com- 
manding the United States troops, moved gra- 
dually to the west; the Spanish commandant in 
Texas likewise drew toward the frontier, until 
they stood opposite each other across what was 
then tacitly settled as the boundary between the 
the two countries. This was never afterward 
disregarded. 

In 1819^ Spain and the United States seemed 
on the verge of war. General Jackson had 
twice invaded Florida, on the assumption of 
complicity on the part of her rulers and people 
— first with our British, then with our savage 
enemies — and had finally overrun, and, in effect, 
annexed it to the Union. Spain, on the other 
hand, had preyed upon our commerce during 
the long wars in Europe, and honestly owed our 
merchants large sums for unjustifiable seizures 
and spoliations. A negotiation for the settle- 
ment of these differences was carried on at 
Washington, between John Quincy Adams, Mr. 
Monroe's Secretary of State, and Don Onis, the 
Spanish embassador, in the course of which Mr. 
Adams set up a claim, on the part of this 
country, to Texas as a natural geographical 
appendage not of Mexico, but of Louisiana. 
This claim, however, he eventually waived and 
relinquished, in consideration of a cession of 
Florida by Spain to this country — our govern- 
ment agreeing, on its part, to pay the claims of 
our merchants for spoliations. Texas remained, 
therefore, what it always bad been— a depart- 
ment or province of Mexico, with a formal 
quit-claim thereto on the part of the United 
States. 

The natural advantages of this region in 
time attracted the attention of American adven- 
turers, and a small colony of Yankees was set- 
tled thereon, about 1819-20, by Moses Austin, 
of Connecticut. Other settlements followed. 
Originally, grants of land in Texas were prayed 
for, and obtained of the Mexican Government, 
on the assumption that the petitioners were 
Roman Catholics, persecuted in the United 
States because of their religion, and anxious to 
tnd a refuge in some Catholic country. Thus 
all the early emigrants to Texas went pro- 
fessedly as Catholics, no other religion being 
tolerated. 

Slavery was abolished by Mexico soon after 
the consummation of her independence, when 
very few slaves were, or ever had been, in Texas. 
But, about .1834, some years after this event, a 
quiet, biit very general, and evidently con- 
certed, emigration^ mainly from Tennessee and 



i other southwestern States, began to concentrate 
i itself in Texas. The emigrants carried rifles ; 
many of them were accompanied by slaves; 
and it was well understood that they did not 
intend to become Mexicans, much less to relin- 
quish their slaves. When Gen. Sam. Houston 
left Arkansas for Texas, in 1834-5, the Little 
Rock JoumcUy which announced his exodus and 
destination, significantly added: ** We shall^ 
doubtless^ hear of his raising his fiag there 
shortly.''^ That was a foregone conclusion. 

Of course, the new settlers in Texas did not 
lack pretexts or provocations for such a step. 
Mexico was then much as she is now, mis- 
governed, turbulent, anarchical, and despotic. 
The overthrow of her Federal Constitution by 
Santa Anna was one reason assigned for the 
rebellion against her authority which broke out 
in Texas. In 1835, her independence was 
declared ; in 1836, at the decisive battle of San 
Jacinto, it was, by the rout and capture of the 
Mexican dictator, secured. This triumph was 
won by emigrants from this country almost 
exclusively ; scarcely half a dozen of the old 
Mexican inhabitants participating in the revolu- 
tion. Santa Anna, while a prisoner, under 
restraint and apprehension, agreed to a peace 
on the basis of the independence of Texas — a 
covenant which he had no power, and probably 
no desire, to give effect to when restored to 
liberty. The Texans, pursuing tlieir advantage, 
twice or thrice penetrated other Mexican pro- 
vinces — Tamaulipas, Coahuilu, etc., — and waved 
their Lone-Star flag in defiance on the banks 
of the Rio Grande del Norte ; which position, 
however, they were always compelled soon to 
abandon — once with severe loss. Their govern- 
ment, nevertheless, in reiterating their declara- 
tion of independence, claimed the Rio Grande as 
their western boundary, from its source to its 
mouth, including a large share of Tamaulipas, 
Coahuila, Durango, and by far the more impor- 
tant and populous portion of New Mexico. And 
it was with this claim, expressly set forth in the 
treaty, that President Tyler and his responsible 
advisers negotiated the first official project of ^ 
annexation, which was submitted to the Senate,* 
during the session of 1843-4, and rejected by a 
very decisive vote : only fifteen (mainly South- 
ern) senators voting to confirm it. Col. Benton, 
and others, urged this aggressive claim of 
boundary, as affording abundant reason for the 
rejection of this treaty; but it is not known 
that the Slavery aspect of the case attracted 
especial attention in the Senate. The measure, 
however, had already been publicly eulogized 
by Gen. James Hamilton, of S. C, as cal- 
culated to **give a Gibraltar to the South,*' and 
had, on that ground, secured a very general 
and ardent popularity throughout the South- 
West. And, more than a year previously, seve- 
ral northern members of Congress had united Id 
the following : 

TO THE PEOPLE OF THE FREE STATES OF THS 

UNION. 

We, the undersigned, in closing onr duties to our con- 
stituents and our country as members of the 27th Con- 
gress, feel bound to call your attention, very briefly, to 
the project, long entertained by a portion of the people 
of these United States, still pertinaciously adhered to, 
and Intended soon to be consummated: thk annhxatioh 
or Tkxas to this Unioh. In the prest of business inci- 
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tent to the last days of a session of Congress, we have 
not time, did we deem it necessary, to enter upon a 
'letailed statement of the reasons which force upon our 
minds Ute conviction that this project Is by no meaiu 
abandoned : that a large portion of the country, inter- 
ested in the continuance of Domestic Slavery and the 
blave-trade in thej$e United States, have solemnly and 
unalterably determined that it shall be speedUy car- 
ried into tocecuiion ; and that, by this admission of new 
Slave Territory Hnd Slave States, t/ie utuiue attcend/- 
ency oj t/ie t^arerhoMing power in tlie Government 
shall be necured and ri/oeted beyond all redemp- 
Kon! ! 

That it was with these views and Intentions that set- 
tlements were effected In the province, by citicens of the 
United States, difficulties fomented with the Mexican 
Government, a revolt brought about, and an Indepen- 
dent Government declared, canriX}t now admit of a 
doitbt ; and that, hitherto, all attempts of Mexico to re- 
duce her revolted province to obedience have proved 
unsuccessful, is to be attributed to the unlawful aid and 
assistance of designiDg and interested individuals in the 
United States, and the direct and indirect cooperation 
of our own Government, with, similar viewSy is not the 
less certain and demonstrable. 

The open and repeated enlistment of troops in several 
States of this Union, in aid of the Texan Revolution ; the 
intrusion of an American Army, by order of the Presi- 
dent, far into the territory of the Mexican Government, 
%t a moment critical for the fate of the insurgents, under 
pretense of preventing Mexican soldiers from fomenting 
Indian disturbances, but in reality in aid of, and acting 
in singular concert and coincidence with, the army of the 
Revolutionists ; the entire neglect of our Government to 
adopt any efficient measures to prevent the most un- 
warrantable aggressions of bodies of our own citisens, 
enlidted, organized and officered within our own borders, 
and marched in arms and battle array upon the terri- 
tory, and against the inhabitants of a friendly govern- 
ment, in aid of freebooters and insurgent-s, and the pre- 
mature recognition of the Independence of Texas, by a 
snap vote, at the heel of a session of Congress, and that, 
too, at the very session when President Jackson had, by 
special Message, insisted that **the measure would 
be contrary to the policy invariably observed by the 
United States in all similar cases;" would be marked 
with great injustice to Mexico, and peculiarly liable to 
ihe darkest suspicions, imurnitwh at the Teanna were 
almost all emigrania from tiie United States^ ind 

BOUGHT THK RKCOGNITIOM OP THEIR INDBPKNDKMCK WITH TUK 
AVOWKD PURPOSK OF OBTAINING THEIR ANNEXATION TO THE 

Unitbd Statks. These occurrences are too well known 
and too fresh In the memory of all, to need more 
than a passing notice. These have become matters 
of history. For further evidence upon all these and 
other important points, we refer to the memorable 
speech of John Quincy Adams, delivered in the House of 
Representatives during the morning hour in June and 
July, 1838, and to his address to his constituents, de- 
livered at Braintree, 17th September, 1842. 

The open avowal of the Texans themselves— the fre- 
quent and anxious negotiations of our own Government 
— tlie resolutions of various States of the Union— the 
numerous declarations of members of Congress — the 
tone of the Southern press — as well as the direct applica- 
tion of the Texan Government, make it impossible for 
any man to doubty that annsxation, and the formation 
of several new Slaveholding States, were originally the 
policy and design of the Slaveholding States and the 
iibcecutive of the Nation. 

The same reference will show, very conclusively, that 
the particidar objects of this new acquisition of Slave 
Territory were thk perpetuation op Slavery and the 

CONTINncD ASCENDENCY OP THE SLAVB POWEKR. 

The following extracts from a Report on that Butaject, 
%dopted by the Legislature of Mississippi from a mass 
of similar evidence which might be adduced, will show 
with what views the annexation was then urged : 

" But we hasten to suggest the importance of the annexation 
of Texas to this Republic upon grouuds Boinewhat local in 
tb«iir complexion, but of an Import infinitely grave and inter- 
esting to the people who inhabit the Southern portion of this 
Confederacy, where it is known that a species of domestic 
Blavery Is tolerated and protected bv law, whose existence Is 
prohibited by the legal regulatior i of oiher States of this Con- 
lederacy ; which system of Slavery Is held by all, who are 
fluni Marly acquainted with its practical effects, to be tf higJily 
batefirkU inAaaux to ihe country u>ithin whote UmUs it if per- 
WtittedtoeJolBt. 

'* The Committee feel aulhorized to say that this system is 
cherished by our constiiuents as the very palladium of their 
fiofpeiity and happinets, and whatever ignorant fanatics may 
ilsevrhiire uonjeciure, the Committee are fully assured, upon 
he moiii diligent oba;;rvailon and retiecUoa on the subjt«ct, that 
lie SoitUi does iwtpotaean udlhia her limits a hUmtiny uUh uhiJi 



the affecUont of her people ewe so doady entvcined and eo co»^ 
ptettfu enfijbredy and whose value is more highly appreciated, 
than ihat which we are now oonsideiing. 

• ••••••• 

"It may not be Improper here to remark that, during the 
last session of Congress, when a Senator from Mississippi pro- 
posed the acknowledgment of Texan independence, it was 
found, wlih a few exceptions, the membera of that body tt«r« 
ready to take ground upon it, as upon the subject of Blavtfy 
itsd/. 

" With all these facts befbre us, we dO> not hesitate in be- 
lieving that these feelings influenced the New England Sena- 
tors, but one voting in favor of the measure ; and. Indeed, Mr. 
Webster had been bold enough, in a pubUc speech receuly 
delivered in New-York, to many thousand citizens, to declare 
that the reason that intluenced his opposition was ids abhor- 
rence of Slavery in the South, and that it might, in the event of 
its recognition, become a slaveholding State. He also spoke 
of the efforts making in favor of Abolition ; and that, being pre- 
dicated upon and aided by the powerful influence of rehgious 
feeling, it would become irresistible and overwhelming. 

" TblB language, coming from so disdngoished an Indivldnal 
as Mr. Webster, so familiar with the feelings of the North and 
entertaining so high a respect for public sentiment in Mew 
England, speaks so plainly the voice of the North as not to be 
misunderstood. 

" We sincerely hope there is enough good sense and genuine 
love of coimtry among our fellow-cuuntrymenof the Northern 
States, to eeeure ua final jusliee on this svtjjed ; yet we. cannot 
consider it safe or expedient for the p<!opIe of tho Somh to en- 
tirely disregard the eflbrts of the f..u.u;t*s, and the opinions of 
such men as Webster, and others who countenance such dan- 
gerous doctrines. 

" The Northern States have no intereata of their otm which 
re<^uire any apecial safeguards for their defense, save only 
their domestic manuCactures : and Cod knows they haro 
already- received protection nrom Government on a most 
liberal scale; under whiclk encouragement they have im- 
proved and DOuriBhed beyond example. The South has rei-y 
peculiar interesta to preaerve : interests already violently tu»- 
dailod and boldly threatened. 

" Your Committee are fully peravaded that thia protection to 
her beht intetenta uiU be affotdtd tty the aiutexation of Ttuatij 
au ^qiiipoiae of infiuence in ifie fialla of Cknigi ena uill Le aecai etZ, 
liJiivh uHlfurnit-h ua a pei maitent yuaraitty o/protecMon." 

The speech of Mr. Adams, exposing the whole system 
of duplicity and perfidy toward Mexico, had marked the 
conduct of our Government; and the emphatic expressions 
of opposition which began to come up from all parties in 
the Free States, however, for a time, nearly silenced the 
clamoi*s of the South for annexation, and the people of 
the North have been lulled into the belief that the p.o- 
ject is reaily, if not wholly abandoned, and that, at 
least, there is now no serious danger of ita consumma- 
tion. 

Believing this to be sl false and d'ingeroits sectt-rity ; 
that the project has never been abandoned a moment, 
by its originators and abettors, but that it has been d^* 
ferred for a more favorable moment for its accomplislv 
ment, we refer to a few evidences of more recent de- 
velopment upon which this opinion is founded. 

The last Election of President of the Republic of Texas, 
Is understood to have turned, mainly^ upon the question 
of anneaaatitm or no annewation^ and the candidate 
favorable to that measure was successful by an over- 
whelming majority. The sovereign States of Alabama, 
Tennessee, and Mississippi, have recently adopted Reso- 
lutions, some, if not all of them, unanimously^ in favor 
of annexation, and forwarded them to Congress. 

The Hon. Henry A. Wise, a member of Congress from 
the District in which our present Chief Magistrate resided 
when elected Vice-President, and who is understood to 
be more intimately acquainted with the views and de- 
signs of the present administration than any other mem- 
ber of Congress, most distinctly avowed his desire for, 
and expectation of annexation, at the last session of 
Congress. Among other things, he said, in a speech 
delivered January 26, 1842 : 

" True, if Iowa be added on the one side, Florida h*!!! be 
'■added on the o'her. But there the equation must stop. Let 
one more Northern State be adnalited, and the equilibrium is 
gone — ^gone forever. The haJUmre of intereata is gone — the m/e- 
guard of American property — of the American Coiisdiuiiou— 
of the American Union, vanished Into thin air. Thia mu*t U 
tJte inecit(d>le reauU, unleaa by a treaty with Mexico, the ^ou-yb 

CAN ADD MORE WEIGHT TO HER K^D OT THE LEVSlt ? Lfi tht 

South atop at the Sabine, (the eaAtern boundary of Texas,) while 
the North may spread unchecked beyond the Rocky Mona- 
^lins AMD THE Southern scaub must kick the beam.'* 

Finding difficulties, perhaps, in the way of a cessicn b> 
Treaty, in another speech delivered in April, 1842, on a 
motion made by Mr. Linn, of New-York, to sti-lke out the 
salary of the Minister to Mexico, on the ground that the 
desigl of the Executive, in making the appointment, 
was t« accomplish the annexation of Texas, Mr. Wise 
sidd, " Vie earnestly hoped and trusted that the President 
was as desirous (of annexation) as he was represented to 
be. We may well suppose the President to be in favo:- of 
it, as eve.'y wi^e statesman mu.^t be who is not governed 
by fauiaticism, o: loc<il Avctlunul pr^'udlces." 
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He wld of Texas, tluit— 

'- V/hiie she was, m a State, wftak and almost powerless in 
resisting invasion, she was herself irresistible as an invading 
aud a cooquering pawer. She had but a sparse populaUon, 
and neither men nor money of her own, to raise and equip an 
army for her own defense ; but let her oiick raise the Sag of 
fttralgn conquest— let her once proclaim a crusade against the 
rich States to the souih of her— and in a nxoment volunteers 
would flock to her standard in crowds, /mm all (he States in the 
mi'eat vaUtjf qfth« iriMiMi|]iP<— men of enterprise and valor, be- 
fore whom no Mexican troops could stand for an hour. They 
would leave their own towns, arm themselves, and travel on 
tiieir own cost, and would come up In thousands, to plant the 
lone star of the Texan banner on the Mexican capiiol. Thev 
would drive Santa Anna to the South, and in boundless wealth 
CK captured towns, and rifled churches, and a lazy, vicious, 
and luxurious priesthood, would soon enable Texas, to pay her 
soldiery, and redeem her State debt, and push her victorious 
arms to th^ very shores of the Pacific. And would not all 
this extend the bounds of Slavery t Yes, the result would be, 
that, before another quarter of a century, the extension of 
Slavery would not stop short of the Western Ocean. We had 
l»U tico dUemalioet be/ore tu ; eUher to receive Texas imlo oar 
ffoiemity of Sfat^ and thiu make her our oion, or to leave A«r to 
ponquer Jfeaioo, and become our most dangerous and formidable 
rivaL 

" To talk of restraining the people of the great Valley from 
emigrating to Join her arnUes, wa» all in vain ; and it was 
equally vain to calculate on their defeat by any Mexican 
forces, aided by England or not. Thev had gone once^already : 
it icM iheu that conquered Santa A/ma at San Jacinto ; aud 
three-foufths of <A«m, after winning that glorious field, had 
peaceably returned to their homes. But once set befbre them 
the conquest of the rich Mexican provinces, and you might as 
well auempt to stop the wind. This Government might send 
i'!t iroops to the fh>ntier, to turn them back, and they would 
run over them like a herd of buffalo. 

'' Notiiing could keep these booted loafers from rushing 
on, till they kicked the Spanish priests out of the temples they 
profaue<l." 

Mr. Wise proceeded to Insist that a majority of the people of 
the United States were in favor of the annexation ; at all 
events, he would risk it with the Democracy of the North. 

*' Sir," said Mr. Wise, " it is not only the duty of the Govern- 
ment to demand the liquidation of our claims, and the libera- 
tion of our citizens, but lo go further, and demand the non- 
Invasiou of Texas. Shall we sit still while the standard of in- 
surrection is raised on our borders, and let a horde of slaves^ 
find Indians and Mexicans fod up to the boundary line ofArJean- 
Aus and Louisiana? No. It £s our duty at once to say to 
Mexico, * J[/ you strike Texan, you strike us ;' and If England, 
sanding by, should dare to intermeddle, and ask, 'Bo you 
t-ike paii with Texas f his prompt answer should be, ' Yes, and 
tt(fainjtt you.' 

* ' S'tnh, heuMHdd let gentlemen know, teas tJte spirit of the whole 
P'.op'fi of the great valley of the West." 

Several other members of Congress, in the same debate, 
expressed similar views aud desires, and they are still 
more frequently expressed in conversation. 

The Hon. Thomas W. Gilmer, a member of Congress 
■from Virginia, and formerly a Governor of that State, 
numbered as one of the *' Guard," and of course under- 
stood to be in the counsels of the Cabinet, in a letter 
bearing date the 10th day of January last, originally de- 
signed as a private and confidential letter to a friend, 
gives It as his deliberate opinion, after much examination 
and reflection, that Texas will bs anmbxsu to ths 
U^iioN ; and he enters into a specious argument, and pre- 
sents a variety of reasons in favor cf the measure. He 
sfi^s, among other things : 

" Uaviug acquired Louisiana and Florida, we have an In- 
terest and a frontier on the Gulf of Mexico, and along our in- 
terior to the Pacific, which will not permit us to clone our eyes, 
or fold our aroas, with indifference to the events which k few 
years may disclose in that quarter. We have already had one 
question of boundary with Texas ; other questions must soon 
arise, under our revenue laws, and on other points of neces- 
sary intercourse, which it will be difficult to adjust. The insti- 
tfUitms of Texas, and her relations urith other gonemments, are 
yet in tfiat oondiUon which inclines her people (who are our oien 
countrymen,) to unite thHr dejttintes with ours. This must bs 
DONB SOON, OB MOT AT ALL. ' Titers are numerous triftes of In- 
dians along both frontiers, which can easily become the cause or 
ths inKtrument of border wars," 

None can be so blind tioio, as not to know that the real 
design and object of the South is, to *' add nkw wkight 
TO HKR KND op TBB LKTKR." It was upon that ground 
that Mr. Webster placed his opposition, in his speech on 
wat subject in New-York, in March, 1887- In that speech, 
after stating that he saw insurmountable objections to 
the annezauon of Texas, that the purchase of Louisiana 
and Florida furnished no precedent for it, that the cases 
were not parallel, and that no such policy or necessity 
as led to that, required the annexation of Texas, he said : 

" Gentlemen, we all see, that by whomsoever possessed, 
Texas is likelv to be a slaveholdlng country ; and I ft'ankly 
avow my entire imwlllingness to do anything which shall 
extend the Slarery of the African race on this continent, or add 
other slaveholdlng jjtates to the Union. When I say that I 
regard Slavery as in i'self a great moral, social, and political 
evil, I only use language which has bi^en adopted by distln- 
giiifihed men, theraaeivHS citizens of Slavrhnlillng States. I 
shall do nothing, therefore, to favor or encourage its further 
•xJetosiou." 



Id oonolorioB he Mtld : 

" I see, therefbre, no politleal necessity for the annexatloa 
of Texas to the Union ; no advantages to be derived from It -, 
and objections to it of a strong, and, in my Judgment, decisive 
eharacier. 

" I believe it to be for the Interest and happiness of the 
whole Union, to remain as It is, without diminution and wiihuut 
addition.*' 

To prerent the success of this nefarious project— to 
preserve from such gross Tiolation the Constitution of our 
country, adopted expressly ^* to secure the blesHngs of 
libsftj/^" and not the perpetuation of Slavery — and to 
prevent the speedy and violent dissolution of the Union 
— we invite yon to unite, without distinction of party, in 
an immediate expression of your views on this subject, 
in such manner as you may deem best calculated ta 
answer the end proposed. 



Nathanikl B. BoRDior, 

TnOMilS C. CHITTKSDKlf, 

John Mattocks, 
Christophkr Moroav, 
Joshua M. Howard, 

ViCTOBT BiRDSKTB, 



John Quinct Adams, 
Sbth M. Gates, 
William Sladk, 
William B. Calhoun, 
JodHUA R. Giddinos, 
8HII.RL0GK J. Andrews, 

HlLABTD HaLU 

Wasbingtok, JforcA 9rd, 1848. 

[NoTK.— The above address was drawn up by Hon. Seth K. 
Gates, of New- York, at the suggestion of John Qulncy Adams, 
and sent to members of Congress at their restdenees, afiei 
the close of the session, for their signatures. ICiany nunre thac 
the above approved hearttty of Its portions and objects^ 
and would have signed It, hut for its premature publica- 
tion, through mistake. Mr. Winthrop, of Mass., was one of 
these, with Gov. Briggs, of course ; Hr. Fillmore declined 
signing it.] 

The letters of Messrs. Clay and Van Baren, 
taking ground against annexation, without the 
consent of Mexico, as an act of bad faith and 
aggression, which would necessarily result in 
war, which appeared in the spring of 1844, 
make slight allusions, if any, to the Slavery 
aspect of the case. In a later letter, Mr. Clay 
declared that he did not oppose annexation on 
account of Slavery, which he regarded as a 
temporary institution, which, therefore, ought 
not to stand in the way of a permanent acquisi- 
tion. And, though Mr. Clay's last letter on the 
subject, prior to the election of 1844, reiterated 
and emphasized all his objections to annexation 
under the existing circumstances, he did not in- 
clude the existence of Slavery. 

The defeat of Mr. Van Buren, at the Balti- 
more Nominating Convention — Mr. Polk being 
selected in his stead, by a body which had been 
supposed pledged to renominate the ex-Presi- 
dent — excited considerable feeling, especially 
among the Democrats of Kew-Tork. A number 
of their leaders united in a letter, termed the 
"Secret Circular," advising their brethren, 
while they supported Polk and Dallas, to be 
careful to vote for candidates for Congress who 
would set their faces as a flint against annexa- 
tion, which was signed by 

Gboroi p. Barkbb, Davto Dudlsv Vibls^ 

William 0. Bbtamt, Thbodori Skdowiok, 
J. W. Edmonds, Thomas W. Tucxsa, 

Isaac Towhscmo. 

Silas Wright, then a Senator of the United 
States, and who, as such, had opposed the 
Tyler Treaty of Annexation, was now rua 
for Governor, as the only man who could carry 
the State of New-York for Polk and Dallas. In 
a democratic speech at Skaneateles, K. Y., Mr. 
Wright had recently declared that he could 
never consent to Annexation on any terms 
which would give Slavery an advantage over 
Freedom. This sentiment was reiterated and 
amplilied in a great Convention of the Demo- 
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eracj, which met at Herkimer, in the autttma of 
this year. 

The contest proceeded with great earnestness 
throughout the Free States, the supporters of 
Polk and of Birney (the AboKtiou candidate 
for President), fully agreeing in the assertion 
that Hr. Cluy^s position was equally favorable to 
Annexation with Mr. Polkas. Mr. Birney in a 
letter pubHshed on the eve of the Election, de- 
clared that he regarded Mr. Clay's election as 
more favorable to Annexation than Mr. Polk's, 
because, while equally inclined to fortify and 
extend Slavery, he possessed more ability to 
influence Congress in its favor. 

Before this time, but as yet withheld from, 
and unknown to, the public, Mr. Calhoun, now 
President Tyler's Secretary of Stale, and an 
early and powerful advocate of Annexation, had 
addressed to Hon. Wm. R. King, our Embassa- 
dor at Paris, an official diepatch from which we 
make the following extracts : 

UB. CALHOUN TO MR. KING. 

Dkpartmknt of Statb, I 
Washington^ August 12, 1844. ) 

Sia— I hav« laid your dispatch, No. 1, before the 
President, wlio lostructs me lo make known to you that 
he hu read it with mucli pleasure, especially the portion 
which relates to your cordial reception by the King, and 
his assurance of friendly feel.ngs toward the United 
States. The President, in pa. ticular, highly appreciates 
the declaration of the King, that in no event, would any 
steps be taken by hL« govr^nment in the slightest degree 
hostile, or which would give to the United States just cause 
of complaint. It was liie more gratifying from the fact, 
that our previous information was calculated to make 
the impression that the government of J<'rance was pre- 
pared to unite with Great B.itain in a joint proteiit 
against the annexation of Texus, and a joint effort to 
induce her Gove nment to withdraw the proposition to 
annex, on condition that Mexico should be made to 
acknowledge her independence. He is happy to infer 
fi-om your dispatch that the information, so far as it 
relates to France, is in all probability without founda- 
tion. Tou did not go Ai ther than you ought, in assur- 
ing the King that the object of Annexation would be 
pursued with unabated vigor, and in g.ving your opinion 
that a decided majority of the American people were in 
its fkvor, and that it would certainly be annexed at no 
distant duy. I feel confident that your anticipation will 
be fully realized at no d stant.period. 

Every day will tend to weaken that combination of 
political causes which led to the opposition of the 
measure, and to strengthen the conviction that it was 
not on^ expedient, but just and necessary. 

But to descend to particulars: it is certain that 
while England, like France, desires the independence of 
Texas, with the view to commeicial connections, it is not 
less so that one of the leading motives of England for 
desiring it, is the hope that, th. ough her diplomacy and 
Influence, Negro Slavery may be abolished there, and 
ultimately, by consequence, in the United States and 
throu|^ut the whole of this continent. That its ultimate 
abolition throughout the entire continent is an object 
ardently desired by her, we have decisive proofs in the 
declaration of the Earl of Aberdeen, delivered to this 
Department, and of which you will find a copy among 
the docamenta ti ansmitted to Congress with the Texan 
treaty. That she desires its abolition in Texas, and has 
used her influence and diplomacy to effect it *iiere, the 
same doAiment, with the con espondence of this Depart- 
ment with Mr. Packenhara, also to be found among the 
documents, furnishes proof not less conclusive. That 
one of the objects of abolishing it there Is to facilitate 
its abolition in the United states, and throughout the 
continent, Is manifest from the declaration of the Aboli- 
tion party and societies both in this country and in Eng- 
land. In fact, there ks good reason to believe that the 
scheme of abolishing it In Texas, witli a view to its abo- 
lition in the United States, and over the continent, origi- 
nated with the prominent members of tlie party in the 
United States ; and was first broached by them in the 
(so called) World's Convention, held in London in the 
year 1840, and through its agency biought to tlie notice 
sf the British Government. 

Now, I hold, not only that France can have no interest 



In the consummation of this grand scheme, which Kng> 
land hopes to accomplish through Texas, if she can 
defeat the Annexation, but that her interests, and those 
of all the Continental powen ol Europe are diiectly a^d 
deeply opposed to it. 

The election of James K. Polk aa Preflident, 
and George M. Dallas as y ice-President, (Not. 
1844) having virtually settled, aflBrmatively, the 
question of annexing Texas, the XXVIIIth 
Congress commenced its second session at 
Washington, on the 2d of December, 1844 — Mr. 
John Tyler being still acting President up to 
the end of the Congress, March 4th following. 

Dec. 19. — Mr John B. Weller, (then member 
from Ohio) by leave, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion. No. 51, providing for the annexation of 
Texas to the United States, which he moved to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. E. S. Hamlin, of Ohio, moved a reference 

of said resolve to a Committee of one from each 

State, with instructions to report 

Whether the annexation of Texas would not extend 
and perpetuate Slavery in the Slave States, and also, the 
internal Slave-trade; and whether the United States 
Government has any Constitutional power over Slavery 
in the States^ either to perpetuate it there, or to do %t 
awo/y. 

The question on commitment was insisted 
upon, and first taken — Yeas, 109 (Democrats) ; 
Nays, 61 (Whigs); whereupon it was held that 
Mr. Humliu's amendment was defeated, and the 
original proposition alone committed. 

January 10th, 1846.— Mr. John P. Hale, of 
New- Hampshire, (then a Democratic Kepresen- 
t a live, now a Republican Senator) proposed the 
following as an amendment to any act or resolve 
contemplating the annexation of Texas to this 
Union : 

PiHyvided, That immediately after the question of 
boundary between the United States of America and 
Mexico shall have been definitively settled by the two 
Governments, and before any State formed out of the 
Tei ritory of Texas shall be admitted into the Union, the 
said Teiritory of Texas shall be divided as follows, to 
wit : beginning at apoint on the Gulf of Mexico, midway 
between the Northern and Southern boundaries thereof 
on the coast ; and thence by a line running in a North- 
westerly direction to the extreme boundary thereof, so 
as to divide the same as nearly as possible into two 
equal parts, and in that portion of said Territory \fing 
South and West of the line to be run as aforesaid, there 
sliall be neither Slavery nor involuntary servitude, other- 
wise than in the punlshmentof crimes, whereof the party 
shall have been duly convicted. 

And provided jitrth&r^ That this provision shall be 
considered as a compact between the people of the 
United States and the people of the sidd Territory, and 
forever remain unalterable, unless by the consent of 
three-fourths of the States of the Union. 

Mr. Hale asked a suspension of the rules, to 
enable him to offer it now, and have it printed 
and committed. Refused — Yeas, 92 (not two 
thirds) ; Nays, 81. 

Yeas ^All the Whigs* and most of the Demo- 
crats from the Free States, with Messrs. Duncan 
L. Clinch and Alexander H. Stephens, of Georgia, 
and George W. Summers, of Virginia. 

^aya — All the members from Slave StateSi 
except the above, with the following from Free 
States : 

MiiSB.— Sheppard Gary— 1. 

Nkw-Hampshikb.— Edmund Burke, Moses Norris, jr.— 41. 
Nkw-Yobk.— James a. Clinton, Selah B. Strong— 9. 
pKiiNSVLVANiA.— James Black, Richard Brodhea^ 
H. D. Foster, Joseph R. In^ersoU, Michael E, Jeniis-^ 
Ohio.— Joseph J. McDowell— 1. 
broiAXA.- Wm. J. Brown, J. W. Davis, John Pettit^--8L 

• Except the two here given la UaHa, 
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Ilumois. — Orlando B. Ficklln, Joseph P. Hoga, Robert 
8mlib— 8. 
Total Democrats from Free States, 17. 

December Vlth. — ^Mr. C. J. IngersoU, of Penn- 
eylyania, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
reported a Joint Resolution for annexing Texas 
to the Union, which was committed and dis- 
cussed in Committee of the Whole from time to 
time, through the next month. 

January 1th. — Mr. J. P. Hale presented re- 
solres of the Legislature of New-Hampshire, 
thoroughly in favor of Annexation, and silent 
on the subject of Slavery, except as follows : 

Resolved, That we agree with Mr. Clay, that the re- 
annexation of Texas will add mor« Free than Slave 
States to the Union ; and that it would be unwise to re- 
fuse a permanent acquisition, which will exist as long as 
the £^obe remains, on account of a temporary institution. 

January Yith. — Mr. Cave Johnson, of Ten- 
nessee, moved that all further debate on this 
subject be closed at 2 p.m. on Thursday next. 
Carried — Yeas, 136 ; Nays, 67 ; (nearly all the 
Nays from Slave States.) 

Jarmary ^bth. — The debate, after an exten- 
sion of time, was at length brought to a close, 
and the Joint Resolution taken out of Commit- 
tee, and reported to the House in the following 
form ; ( that portion relating to Slavery, having 
been added in Committee, on motion of Mr. 
Milton Brown, (Whig) of Tennessee : 

Beeolvedy by the Senate a/ivd Ilotme of Bepreeentor 
Uvee in Oongreea assembled. That Congress doth con- 
sent that the Territory properly included within, and 
rightfully belonging to, the Republic of Texas, may be 
erected into a new State, to be called the State of Texas, 
with a republican form of Qovernment, to be adopted by 
the people of said Kepublic, by deputies in Convention 
assembled, with the consent of the existing Government, 
in o«der that the same maybe admitted as one of the 
States of this Union. 

2. And be it further re»olf>ed. That the foregoing con- 
sent of Congress is given upon the following conditions, 
and with the following guaranties, to wit: 

First. Said State to be formed, subject to the adjust- 
ment by this Government of all questions of boundary 
that may arise with other governments ; and the Con- 
stitution thereof, with the proper evidence of its adoption 
by the people of said Republic of Texas, shall be trans- 
mitted to the President of the United States, to be laid 
before Congress for its final action, on or before the ist 
day of January, 1846. 

Second. Said State, when admitted into the Union, 
after ceding to the United States all public edifices,forti- 
fications, barracks, ports and harbors, navy and navy- 
yards, docks, magazines, arms, armaments, and all other 
property and means pei taining to the public defense, 
belonging to the said Republic of Texas, shall retain all 
the public funds, debts, taxes, and dues of every kind 
which may belong to, or be due or owing said Republic ; 
and shall also retain all the vacant and unappropriated 
lands lying within its limits, to be applied to the pay- 
meat of debts and liabilities of said Republic of Texas ; 
and the residue of said lands, after discharging said debts 
rand liabilities, to be disposed of as said Stale may direct : 
but in no evont are said debts and liabilities to become 
a charge upon the United States. 

Third. New States of convenient sice, not exceeding 
four in number, in addition to said State of Texas, and 
having sufficient population,may hereafter,by the consent 
of said State, be formed out of the Territory thereof, 
which shall be entitled to admission under the provisions 
of the Federal Constitution. And such States as may be 
fermed out of that portion of said Territory, lying south 
of thirty-six degrees thirty minutes north latitude, com- 
monly known as the Missouri Compromise line, shall be 
admitted into the Union, with, or without Slavery, as the 
. people of each State asking admission may desire ; and 
in such State or States as shall be formed out of said 
l>rritory, north of said Missouri Compromise line, 
Slavery or involuntary servitude (except for crime) shall 
be prohibited. 

Mr. Cave Johnson, of Tennessee, moved the 
previous question, which the House seconded — 
Yeas, 113 ; Nays, 106 — and then the amendment 



aforesaid was agreed to — Yeas, 118; iC-jb, 
101. 

. Yeaa — 114 Democrats, and Messrs. Milton 
Brown, of Tennessee ; James Dellet, of Alabama; 
and Duncan L. Clinch, and Alexander H 
Stephens, of Georgia, (4) Southern Whigs. 

J^ai/9 — all the Whigs present from Free States 
with all from Slave States, but the four just 
named; with the following Democrats from 
Free States: 

Maivb.— Robert P. Dunlap, Hannibal Hamlin— 2. 

Vkrmont. — Paul Dillingliam, Jr. — 1. 

Nsw-HAUPsniKK. — John P. Hale — I. 

CoNNBCTicuT. — Oeorge S. Catlin — i. 

Nbw-York —Joseph U. Anderson, Charles S. Benton, 
Jeremiah Jfi. Carey, Amasa Dana, Richard D. Davis, 
Byram Green, Preston King, Smith M. Purdy, George 
Ratlibun, Orville Robinson, David L. Seymour, Lemuel 
Stetson— 12. 

Ohio.— Jacob Brinckerhoff, William C. McCauslen, 
Joseph Morris, Henry St. John— 4. 

Michigan. — James B. Hunt, Robert McClelland— 8. 

Total Democrats from Free States, 28. 

Total Whigs from Free and Slave States,. . . .TS. 

The House then ordered the whole proposi- 
tion to a third reading forthwith — Yeas, 120; 
Nays, 97— and passed it, Yeas, 120; Nays, 98. 

Yea^ — all the Democrats from Slave States, 
and all the Democrats from Free States, except 



as above ; with Messrs. Duncan L. Clinch, Mil- 
ton Brown, James Dellet, Willoughby Newton, 
of Virginia, (who therefrom turned Democrat), 
and Alexander H. Stephens of Georgia, (now 
Democrat), from Slave Statesi 



from Free States ; all 

with 



Nays — all the Whigs 
those, from Slave States except as above ; 
23 Democrats from Free States. 

So the resolve passed the House, and was 
sent to the Senate for concurrence. 

In Senate, several attempts to originate action 
in favor of Annexation were made at this bCt- 
sion, but nothing came of them. — 

February 24th. — The joint resolution afore- 
said from "the House was taken up for con- 
sideration by 30 Yeas to 11 Nays (all Northern 
Whigs). On the 27th, Mr. Walker, of Wiscon- 
sin, moved to add an alternative proposition, 
contemplating negotiation as the means of 
effecting the meditated end. 

Mr. Foster, (Whig) of Tennessee, proposed 

That the State of Texas, and such other States as may 
be formed out of that portion of the present Territory ok 
Texas, lying south of thirty-six degrees thirty minutes 
north latitude, commonly known as the Missouri Cora- 
proinbe line, shall be admitted into the Union with or 
without Slavery, as the people of each State, so hereafter 
asking admission, may desire. 

On which the question was taken. Yeas, (all 
Whigs but 3) 18 ; Nays, 84. 

Various amendments were proposed and voted 

down. Among them, Mr. Foster, of Tenn., 

moved an express stipulation that Slavery should 

be tolerated in all States formed out of the 

Territory of Texas, south of the Missouri line 

of 36<^ 80'. Rejected — Yeas, 16 (Southern 

Whigs, and Sevier, of Arkansas) ; Nays, 88. 

Mr. Miller, of N. J., moved that the existence of Sla- 
very be forever prohibited in the northern and northwest- 
ern part of said Territory, west of the 100th degree of 
latitude west from Greenwich, so as to divide, as equally 
as may be, the whole of tlte annexed country between 
Slaveholdiug and Non-Slaveholding States. 

Yeas, 11 ; all Northern Whigs, except Mr. 
Crittenden, Ey. Nays, 83. 

The vote in the Senate on the joint resolution 
for Annexation stood, Yeas, 26, all Demo- 
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crats but S ; Nays, 25, (all Whigs). In the 
House, Yeas 184, all Deiuocrats but 1 : Navs, 77, 
(all Whigs). 

THE WILMOT PROVISO. 

T^xas having been annexed during the sum- 
mer of 1846, in pursuance of the joint resolu- 
tion of the two Houses of Congress, a portion 
of the United States Army, under Gen. Taylor, 
was, early in the spring of 1846, moved down 
to the east bank of the Rio Grande del Norte, 
claimed by Texas as her western boundary, but 
not so regarded by Mexico. A hostile collision 
ensued, resulting in war between the United 
States and Mexico. 

It was early thereafter deemed advisable that 
a considerable sum should be placed by Con- 
gress at the President's disposal to negotiate an 
advantageous Treaty of Peace and Limits with 
the Mexican Government. A message to this 
effect was submitted by President Polk to Con- 
gress, August 8th, 3846, and a bill in accord- 
ance with its suggestions laid before the House, 
which proceded to consider the subject in Com- 
ntictee of the Whole. The bill appropriating 
$30,000 for immediate use in negotiations with 
Mexico, and placing $2,000,000 more at the 
disposal of the President, to be employed in 
making peace, Mr. David VYilmot, of Pa., after 
consultation with other Northern Democrats, 
offered the following Proviso, iu addition to the 
first section of the bill : 

Provided, That as an express and fundamental con- 
ditiun to the acquisition of any territory from the Iiepub> 
lie of Mexico by the Unit-eU States, by virtue of any treaty 
wliich may be negotiated between titem, and to the use 
by tl»e hxecutive of the moneys herein Hppropriated, 
neitlier Slavery nor involuntary servitude shall ever exist 
in any part of said Territory, except for crime, whereof 
the party shall be first duly convicted. 

This proviso was carried in Committee, by the 
strong vote of eighty-three to sixty-four — only 
three Members (Democrats) from the Free- 
States, it was said, opposing it. (No record is 
made of individual votes in Committee of the 
Whole.) The bill was then reported to the 
House, and Mr. Rathbun, of N. Y., moved the 
previous question on its engrossment. 

Mr. Tibbatts, of Ky., moved that it do lie on 
the table. Defeated— Yeas, 79 ; (Stephen A. 
Douglas, John A. McClernand, John Pettit, 
and Kobert C. Schenck, voting with the South 
to lay on the table ;) Nays 93 ; ( Henry Grider 
and William P. Thomasson, of Ky. (Whigs) 
voting with the North against it. 

The bill was then engrossed for its third 
reading by Yeas 85, Nays, 80 ; and thus passed 
without further division. A motion to recon- 
sider was laid on the table — Yeas, 71 ; Nays, 83. 
So the bill was passed and sent to the Senate, 
where Mr. Dixon H. Lewis, of Alabama, moved 
that the Proviso above cited be stncken out ; 
on which debate arose, and Mr. John Davis of 
Mass., was speaking when, at noon of August 
10th, th« time fixed for adjournment having 
arrived, both Houses adjourned without day. 

The XXXth Congress assembled Dec. 6, 1847. 
Feb, 28th 1848, Mr. Putnam of New-York 
moved the following : 

WhsrtaSj In the settlement of the difficulties pending 
between this country and Mexico, territory may be ac- 
quired in which Slavery does not now exist. 



And wherean^ Congress, in the organization of a terri- 
torial government, at an early period of our political his- 
tory, established a principle worthy of imitation in aU 
ftiture time, forbidding the existence of Slavery in free 
tenltory ; Therefore, 

UMoloed^ That in any Territory, that may be ac- 
quired from Mexico, over which shall be established 
territorial governments. Slavery, or involuntary servi- 
tude, except as a punishment for crime, whereof the 
party shall have been duly convicted, shall be forever 
prohibited ; and that in any act or resolution establish- 
ing such governments, a fundamental provision ought to 
be inserted to that effect. 

Mr. R. firodhead, of Penn., moved that this 
resolution lie on the table. Carried: Yeas, 106 ; 
Navs, 93. 

Yeas — all the members from Slave States, 
but John W. Houston (Whig), of Delaware, 
with the following from Free States (all Demo- 
crats but Levin) : 

Mainb.— Asa W. H. Glapp, Franklin Clark, Jas. S. 
>Viley, Hezekiah Williams— 1. 

Nkw-Yokk.— Ausburn Birdsall, David S. Jackson, 
Frederick W. Lord, William B. Maclay— 4. 

Pknnstlvamu. — Richard Brodhead, Charles Brown, 
Lewis C. Letyin^ Job Man— 4. 

Ohio. — William Kennon, Jr., John E. Miller, Thomas 
Richey, William Sawyer— 4 

iNniANA.— Charles W. Gathcart, Thomas J. Henley, 
John Pettit, John L. Robinson, William W. Wick--6. 

Illinois.— Orlando B. Ficklln, John A. McClernand, 
William A. Richardson, Robert Smith, Thomas J. 
Turner — 6. 

Nays — all the Whigs and a large majority of 
the Democrats from Free States, with John W. 
Houston aforesaid. 

This vote terminated all direct action in 
favor of the Wilmot Proviso for that Session. 

July 18th. — ^In Senate, Mr. Clayton, of Del., 
from the Select Committee to which was re- 
ferred, on the 12th inst., the bill providing a ter- 
ritorial government for Oregon, reported a bill 
to establish Territorial governments for Oregon, 
New Mexico, and California, which was read. 
(It proposed to submit all questions as to the 
rightful existence or extent of Slavery in the 
Teri^itories to the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States.) 

J Illy ^ 24th. — Second reading. _Mr. Baldwin, 
of Conn., moved to strike out so much of said 
bill as relates to California and New Mexico. 
Rejected : Yeas, 17 (Northern Free Soil men of 
hoih parties) ; Nays, 37. 

The bill was discussed through several suc- 
ceeding days. On the 26th, Mr. Clarke, of R. 
L, moved to add to the 6th section : 

Provided, hotD^ver^ That no law, regulation, or act 
of the provisional government of said Territory permit- 
ting Slavery or involuntary servitude therein shall he 
valid, until the same shall be approved by Congress." 

Rejected: Yeas, 19 [Col. Benton, and 18 
Northern Freesoilers of both parties] ; Nnys, 38. 

Mr. Reverdy Johnson, of Md.. moved to 
amend the bill by inserting : 

Except only, that in all cases of title to slaves, the 
said writs of error or appeals shall be allowed and de- 
cided by the said Supreme Court without regard to the 
value of the matter, property, or title in controversy ; 
and except, also, that a writ of error or appeal shall 
also be allowed to the Supreme Court of the United 
States from the decision of the said Supreme Court cre- 
ated by this act, or of any Judge thereof, or of the dis- 
trict Courts created by this act, or of any Judge upon 
any writ of habeas corpus Involving the question of per- 
sonal freedom. 

Carried; Yeas, 31 (all sorts); Nays, 19 (all 
Southern, but Bright, Dickinson, and Hannegan). 

Mr. Baldwin, of Connecticut, moved an addi- 
tional section, as follows : 



n 



X POLITICAL TBXT-BOOK FOR 1860. 



Seo. 87. And bs it J\irthsr enacted, That it shall be 
the duty of the attorneys for said Territories, respec- 
tlreljf on the complaipt of any person held in involan- 
tary servitude therelc to make application in his be- 
half in due form of law, to the court next thereafter to 
be holden in said Territory, for a writ of habeas corpus, 
to be directed to the person so holding such applicant 
in service as aforesaid, and to pursue all needful mea- 
sures in his behalf; and if the decision of such court shall 
be adverse to the application, or if, on the return of the 
writ, relief shall be denied to the applicant, on the 
ground that he is a slave held in servitude in said Terri- 
tory, said attorney shall cause an appeal to be taken 
therefirom, and the record of all the proceedings in the 
case to be transmitted to the Supreme Court of the 
United States as speedily as may be, and,to give notice 
thereof to the Attorney General of the Uniced States, 
who shall prosecute the same before said Court, who 
shall proceed to hear and determine the same at the 
first term thereof. 

Yeas, 16 (all Northern, except Benton); 
Kays, 81. 

Mr. Davis, of Mass., moved to strike out sec- 
tion 12, and insert as follows: 

Sec. 12. And be it fu,rtheT inaeted. That so much 
of the sixth section of the ordinance of the 18th July, 
1T87, as is contained in the following words ; viz. *• There 
shall be neither Slavery nor involuntary servitude in the 
said Territory, otherwise than in the punishment of 
crimes, whereof the party shall have been duly con- 
victed,* shall be and remain in force in the Territory of 
Oregon. 

This was defeated; Yeas, 21 ; Nays, 33. 
The bill was then engrossed for a third read- 
ing ; Yeas, 33 ; Nays, 22 ; as follows : 

Ygas — For Clayton's Compromise : 

Houston, 
Uunter, 
Johnson, Md. 



MeMrs. Atchison, 
Atberton. 
Benton, 
Berrien, 
Borland, 
Breese, 
Bright, 
Butler, 
Gallioun, 
Clayton, 
Davis, Miss. 
Dickinson, 
Douglas, 
Downs, 
Foote, 
Uannegan, 



Johnson, La. 

Johnson, 6a. 

King, 

Lewis, 

Mang^um, 

Mason, 

Phelps, 

Rusk, 

Sebastian, 

Spruance, 

Sturgeon, 

Turney, 

Westcott, 



Yulee— 88. 

Nays — Against Clayton's bill : 

Messrs. Allen, Felch, 

Badger, Fitegerald, 

Baldwin, Greene, 

Bell, Hale, 

Bradbury, Hamlin, 

Clarke, Metcalf. 

Corwin, Miller, 

Davis, Mass. Niles, 

Dayton, Underwood, 

Dix, Upham, 

Dodge, Walker— 22. 

So the bill was engrossed, and immediately 
passed without a division. 

July 2Sth. — This bill reached the House, and 
was taken up and read twice. 

Mr. A. H. Stephens, of Ga., moved that the 
bill do lie on the table. Yeas and Nays orderd, 
and the motion prevailed: Yeas, 112; Nays, 
91. 

Yeas,, all the Free State Whigs, with 8 Whigs 
from Slave States; 20 Democrats from Free 
States. 

Nays — 21 Democrats from Free States, with 
76 Democrats and Whigs from Slave States. 

Mr. Pollock, of Fa., moved that this vote be 
reconsidered, and that the motion to reconsider 
do lie on the table ; which prevailed : Yeas, 
118; Nays, 96. 



So Mr. Claytoo's project of Compromise vas 
defeated. 

The next session of the same Congress opened 
under very different auspices. The Mexican 
War had been terminated, so that none could 
longer be deterred from voting for Slavery Ex 
elusion by a fear that the prosecution of hos- 
tilities would thereby he embarrassed. General 
Taylor had been elected President, receiving 
the votes of Delaware, Maryland, North Caro- 
lina, Georgia, Kentucky, Tennessee, Louisiana, 
and Florida — a moiety of the Slave States-^over 
Gen. Cass, now the avowed opponent of Slavery 
Restriction. Many of the Northern Democrats 
considiTed themselves absolved by this vote from 
all extra-constitutional obligations to the South, 
and voted accordinglv. 

Dec. 13.— Mr. J. M. Root, of Ohio, offered 
the following : 

Heaolveci^ That the Committee on Territories be in- 
structed to report to this House, with as little delay as 
practicable, a bill or bills providing a Territorial Govern- 
ment for each of the Territories of New Mexico and Calir 
fomia, and wxcluding Slavery therefrom. 

A call of the House was had, and the previous 
question ordered. 

Mr. W. P. Hall, of Mo., moved that the same 
do lie on the table. Lost : Yeas, 80 ; Nays, 106. 

The resolve then passed: Yeas, 108; Nays, 
80, viz. : 

Yeas— Xil the Whigs from Free States, and all the De- 
mocrats, but those noted as >ays below, including the fol* 
lowing, who had voted against the same principle at the 
former session : 

MAiNB.->-Asa W. H. Clapp, James 8. Wiley— 2. 

Nkw-York.— Frederick W. Lord— 1. 

Ohio. — Thomas Kichey — 1. 

Indiajsa. — Charles W. Cathcart,Tb<Mna8J. Henley, John 
L. Robinson, William W. Wick-4. 

Illinois. — Robert Smith- 1. 

Messrs. Clark and H. Williams, of Maine, Birdsall and 
Maclay, of New-York, Brodhead and Mann, of Pa., Pettit, 
of Ind., Ficklin and McClelland, of 111., who voted with 
the South at the former session — now failed to vote. 

Mr. Jackson, of N. Y , who then voted with the iouth, 
had been succeeded by Mr. U. Greeley, who voted with the 
North. 

NayB—AXL the Members voting from the Slave States, 
with the following from the Free States : 

Nrw-YoBK.— Hcniy C. Murphy— 1. 

Pbknstlvania.— Charles Brown, Charles J. IngersoU — ^2. 

Ohio.— William Kennon, jun., John K. Miller, Tmiiaai 
Sawyer— 8. 

Illinois. —WUliam A. Richardson— 1. 

Iowa.— Shepherd Leffler— 1. 

Total Navs from Free States — 8. 

Mr. Robinson, of Ind , moved a reconsidera- 
tion of this vote, which motion (Dec. 18), oa 
motion of Mr. Wentworth, of 111., was laid on 
the table : Yeas, 105 ; Nays, 83. 

The Civil and Diplomatic Appropriation bill 
having passed the House in the usual form, cam« 
up to the Senate, where it was debated several 
days. 

Feb, ^Ist — ^Mr. Walker, of Wise, moved an 
amendment, extendiug all the laws of the United 
States, so far as applicable, to the Territories 
acquired from Mexico. 

Mr. Bell, of Teun., mov^d to add further sec- 
tions organizing the State of California, to be 
admitted into the Union on the 1st of October 
next. This was rejected : Yeas, 4 (Bell, Dodge 
of Iowa, Douglas, Davis) ; Nays, 39. 

Feb. 2&th. — Mr. Dayton, of N. J., moved that 
the President be vested with power to provide 
a suitable temporary government for the Ter- 
ritories. Rejected: Yeas, 8; Nays, 47. 
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The queetioii recurred o& Mr. Walker's amend* 
ment, which was carried: Yeas, 29; Nays, 

The bill being returned to the House, thus 
amended, this amendment was (March 2d) voted 
down: Yeas, 101; Nays, 116 — as follows: 

Teas — ^all the members from the Slave 
States, with the following from the Free States, 
viz.: 

Maihb— Hezekiah Williams— 1. 

Nkw-York — Ausburn Birdsall — 1. 

PiNMSTLVANiA — Samu«l A. Bridges, Richard Brod- 
bead, Charles Brown, Charles J. Ingersoll, ZevfU 0. 
L&ein — 6. 

Ohio— William Kennon, jr., William Sawyer— 2. 

Illinois — Orlando B. Ficlclin, John A. McClernand, 
WUliam A. Richardson— 8. 

Iowa — Shepherd Leffler — ^1. 

Total, thirteen from Free States ; eighty-eight 
from Slave States. (Only two from Slave States 
absent or silent.) 

Nays — all the Whigs from Free States, and all 
the Democrats from Free States, except those 
named above. 

So the House refused to concur in this amend- 
ment, and the bill was returned to the Senate 
accordingly. 

The Senate resolved to insist on its amend- 
ment, and ask a conference, which was granted, 
but resulted in nothing. Messrs. Atherton, of 
N. H., Dickinson, of N. Y., and Berrien, of Ga., 
were managers on the part of the Senate, and 
insisted on its amendment, organizing the Ter- 
ritories without restriction as to Slavery. 
Messrs. Vinton, of Ohio, Nicoll, of N. Y., and 
Morehead, of Ky., were awointed on the part 
of the House. These, after a long sitting, re- 
ported their inability to agree, and were dis- 
charged. 

The bill being now returned to the House, Mr. 
BIcClernaud, of 111., moved that the House do 
recede from its disagreement. Carried : Yeas, 
111; Nays, 106. 

Mr. R W. Thompson, of Ind., moved that the 
House concur with the Senate, with an amend- 
ment, which was a substitute, extending the 
laHS of the United States over said Territories, 
but leaving them unorganized, — 

And that, until the fourth day of July, eighteen hundred 
and fifty, unless Congress shall sooner piovide for the 
gorernment of said Tet-ritories, the eooiaUnff laws there- 
qfehjUl be retained and observed. 

The question being reached on amending the 
Sencte^s proposition as proposed by Mr. Thomp- 
son, it was carried: Yeas, 111 ; Nays, 106. 

(All tlie Southern members in the negative, 
with Levin and a few of the Northern Demo- 
crats ; the residue, with all the Northern Whigs, 
in the affirmative.) 

The House now proceeded to agree to the 
Senate's amendment, as amended : Yeas, 110; 
Nays, 108, (the same as before; the friends of 
the Senate's proposition voting against it, as 
amended, and vice versa^ on the understanding 
that Mr. Thompson's amendment would exclude 
Slavery.) 

The bill as thus amended being returned to 
the Senate, it refused to agree to the House's 
amendment, and receded from its own proposi- 
tion ; so the bill was passed and the session 
closed, with no provision for the government of 
the newly-acquired Territories. 



ORKGON. 

Aug. 6, 1846.-^ Mr. Douglas, from the Com- 
mittee on Territones, reported to the House a 
bill organizing the TeA*itory of Oregon. 

Said bill was discussed in Committee of the 

Whole, and the following amendment agreed to : 

And neither Slavery, nor involuntary servitude shall 
ever exist in said Territory, except for crime whereof 
the party shall have been duly convicted. 

On coming out of Committee, this amend- 
ment was agreed to — Yea.<, 108 ; Nays, 44. (Tho 
Nays are all Southern, but Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Orlando B. Ficklin, and possibly one or two 
others ; and all Democrats, but some half a 
dozen from the South, of whom Robert Toombs 
has since turned Democrat.) Stephen A. Doug- 
las did not vote. The bill passed the House 
without further opposition, was read twice in 
the Senate, and referred ; and Mr. Westcott, of 
Florida, made a report thereon from the Com- 
mittee on Territories; but the session closed 
without further action on the bill 

This Congress reassembled, Dec. 'Zth, 1846. 
On the 23d, Mr. Douglas again reported his 
bill to provide a Territorial government for 
Oregon, which was read twice and committed : 
Jan. 11th, 1847, was discussed in Committee, 
as also on the 12th and 14th, when it was 
resolved, to close the debate. On the 15th, it 
was taken out of Committee, when Gen. Burt, 
of S. C, moved the following addition (already 
moved, debated, and voted down in Committee) 
to the clause forbidding Slavery in said Terri- 
tory : 

Inasmuch as the whole of said Territory lies north of 
thh'ty-six degrees thirty minutes north latitude, known 
as the line of tho Missouri Compromise. 

The purpose of this is clear enough. It was 
intended to recognize the Missouri line, not as 
limited to the Territories possessed by the United 
States at the time said line was established, 
but as extending to all that has since been, or 
hereafter should be, acquired, so as to legalize 
Slavery in any Territory henceforth to be 
acquired by us south of 86^ 80'. 

Mr. Burt's amendment was negatived : Yeas, 
82; Nays, 114. 

The vote was very nearly sectional ; but the 

following members from Free States voted in 

the minority : ** 

Pknkstlvania — Charles J. IngersoU — ^1. 
Illtmois— Stephen A. Douglas, Robt. Smith — 2, 
lowA—O. S. Hastings— 1. In all, 6. 

No member from a Slave State voted in 
the majority. The bill then passed: Yeas, 184; 
Nays, 85, (all Southern). 

Jan, 15. — The bill reached the Senate, and 

was sent to the Judiciary Committee, consisting 

of 

Messrs. Ashley, Ark. Berrien, Ga. Westcott, Fla. 

Breese, 111. Dayton, N. J. 

Jan. 25. — Mr. Ashley reported the Oregon 
bill with amendments, which were ordered to 
be printed. 

29. — Said bill, on motion of Mr. Westcott, 
was recommitted to the Judiciary Committee. 

Feb 10. — Mr. Ashley again reported it with 
amendments. 

March 3. — It was taken up as in Committee 
of the Whole, when Mr. Evans, of Maine, moved 
that it be laid on the table. Defeated : Yeas, 
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19, (all Whigs but Calhoun, of S. C, and Yulee 
of Florida) ; Nays, 26, (24 Dem., with Corwin 
of Ohio, and Johnson of Louisiana.) 

Mr.VVestcott, of Fla., immediately moved that 
the bill do lie on the table, which prevailed : 
Yeas, 26 ; Nays, 18 (a mixed vote, evidently 
governed by various motives) ; but the nega- 
tives were all Democrats, but Corwin and John- 
son aforesaid. This being the last day of the 
$iesiiion, it. was evident that the bill, if opposed, 
as ii was certain to be, could not get through, 
and it was, doubtless, in behalf of other press- 
ing business that many Senators voted to lay 
this aside. It was, of course, dead for the ses- 
sion. 

Dee. 6, 1847.— The XXXth Congress assem- 
bled ; Robert C. Winthrop (Whig) of Mass. was 
chosen Speaker of the House. President Polk, 
in )iis Annual Message, regretted that Oregon 
had not already been organized, and urged the 
necessity of action on the subject. 

Feb, 9. — Mr. Caleb B. Smith, of Indiana, re- 
ported to the House a hill to establish the terri- 
torial government of Oregon ; which, by a vote 
of two-thirds, was made a special order for 
March 14th. It was postponed, however, to 
the 28tli ; when it was taken up and discussed, 
as on one or two subsequent days. Mai/ 29th, 
it was again made a special order next after the 
Appropriation bills. The President that day 
sent a special message, urging action on this 
subject. «/u/y 2dth, it was taken up in earnest; 
Mr. Wentworth, of Illinois, moving that debate 
on it in Committee cease at two o^clock this 
day. 

Mr. Geo. S. Houston, of Ala., endeavored to 
put this motion on the table. Defeated : Yeas 
85 ; Nays 89, (nearly, but not fully, a sectional 
division). Mr. Geo. W. Jones, of Tenn., moved 
a reconsideration, which was carried : Yeas, 
100 ; Nays, 88 ; and the resolution laid on the 
table : Yeas, 96 ; Nays, 90. 

The bill continued to be discussed, and 
finally (Aug. 1) was got out of Committee; 
when Mr. C. B. Smith moved the Previous 
Question thereon, which was ordered. 

Auff. 2. — The House came to a vote on an 

amendment made in Committee, whereby the 

following provision of the original bill was 

stricken out : * 

That the inhabitants of said Territory shall be enti- 
tled to enjoy all and singular, the rights, privileges, and 
advantages granted and secured to the people of the 
Territory of the United States northwest of the rivtr 
Oido, by the articles of compact contained in the ordi- 
nance for the government of said Territory, passed the 
18th day of July, seventeen hundred and eiguty-seven ; 
and shall be subject to all the conditions, and restric- 
tions, and prohibitions in said articles of compact im- 
posed upon the people of said territory, and— 

The House refused to agree to this amend- 
ment: Yeas, 88; Nays, 114. 

The Members from the Free States who voted 
with the South to strike out, were — 

Nbw York. — Ausburn Birdsall — 1. 

Ohio. — William Kennon, jun., John K. Miller— 2. 

Ilumois. — Orlando B. Ficklin, John A. McGlernand, 
William A Richardson— 8. 

IMDIAMA.— John L. Robinson, William W. Wick— 2. 

Mr. John W. Houston of Delaware voted in the ma- 
jority. 

The bin was then passed : Yeas, 128 ; Nays, 
71. 

[This vote was almost completely sectional. 



Mr. Houston, of Delaware, voting in the majority 
as before: otherwise, members from the Free 
States in the affirmative ; those from the Slave 
States in the negative.] 

Aug. 3. — This bill reached the Senate, when 
Mr. Badger, of N. C, moved its indefinite post- 
ponement: negatived, 47 to 1, (Yulee). It was 
then sent to the Committee on Territories. 

The Senate had had under consideration, 
from time to time through the Session, a bill 
of its own, reported by Mr. Douglas, which was 
finally referred to a select Committee — Mr. Clay- 
ton, o( Delaware, Chairman — and by said com- 
mittee reported some days before the reception 
of the House bill. It was then dropped. 

Aug. 6. — Mr. Douglas reported the House 
bill, with amendments, which were printed. 

Aug. 10. — After some days' debate, the 
Senate proceeded to vote. Mr. Foote, of Miss., 
moved that the bill do lie on the table. De* 
feated : Yeas, 16 (Southern) ; Nays, 86. 

On the question of agreeing to this amend 
ment : 

Inasmuch as the said Territory is north of thirty-six 
deg thirty niin., usually Icnown as the [line of the] Ml» 
souri Oompromide. 

It was rejected : Yeas, 2 (Bright and Do'j 
glas); Nays, 52. 

Mr. Douglas moved to amend the bill, by in- 
serting after the word ** enacted :" 

That the line of thirty-six degrees and thirty 
minutes of north latilude^uown as the Missouri Ooui- 
promise line, as defined in the eighth section of an act 
entitled, ** An Act to authoris • tiie people of the Missouri 
Territory to form a Consiitutionnl and State Govern- 
ment, and fur the admiasi^ of such State into the Union* 
on an equal footing wiih^K original States, and to pro- 
hibit Slavery in certain Territories, approved Mnrch 6th, 
1S20," be, and the same is hereby, declared to extend to 
the Pacific Ocean ; and the said eighth section, together 
with the compromise therein effected, is liereby revived, 
and declared to be in full force and binding, for the 
future organisation of the Territories of the United 
States in the same sense, and with the same understaudA 
ing with which it was originally adopted ; and — 

Which was carried : Yeas, 8S ; Nays, 21 ; as fo/ 

lows: 

Yeas — For recognizing the Missouri line as 

rightfully extending to the Pacific : 

Messrs. Atchison, Hannegan, 

Badger, Houston, 

Bell, Hunter, 

Benton, Johnson of Md., 

Berrien, Johnson of La., 

Borland, Johnson of 6a., 

Brlirht, King, 

Butler, Lewis, 

Calhoun, Mangum, 

Cameron, Mason, 

Davis of Mi^j., Metcalf, 

Dicicintion, Pearce, 

Douglsis, Sebastian, 

liowns, Spruance, 

FitEgeraid, Sturgeon, 

Foute of Ali#s., Turney, 
Underwood— 88. 

Nays — Against recognizing said line: 

Messrs. Allen, Dodge, 

Atherton, felch, 

Baldwin, Greene, 

Bradbury, Hale, 

Biefhe, Hamlin, 

Clarice, Miller, 

Corwin, 'Niles, 

Davis of Mass., Phelps, 

Dayton, Upham, 

Dix, Walker, 
Webster— 21. 

The bill was then engrossed for a third read- 
ing : Yeas, 33 ; Nays, 22 ; (nearly the same as 



THE CO>[PROMIS£ OF 1850. 



75 



before — ^Weetcott of Florida added to the 
Nays — and thus passed). 

Aitg. 11. — The bill, thus amended, having 
been returned to the House, the amendment 
of Mr. Douglas, just recited, was rejected : 
Yeas, 82; Nays, 121. 

Yeas from Free States : 

New Tore.— Ausburn Birdsall — ^1. 

PKiriiSTLyAMiA.— Charles Brown, Charles J. InfrersoU— 2. 

Total— 8. 

Otherwise, from Slave States, all Yeas : from 
Free States, all Nays. 

Auff. 12. — The Senate, after voting down 
various propositions to lay on the table, etc., 
finally decided to recede from its amendments to 
the Oregon bill, and pnsfi it as it came from the 
House : Yeas, 29 ; Nays, 26 (all from Slave 
Suites). 

So the bill became a law, and Oregon a Terri- 
tory, under the original Jefferson or Dane Pro- 
viso against Slavery. 

THK COMPROMISB OF 1850. 

The XXXIst Congress commenced its first 
Session at Washington, Dec. 8, 1849 ; but the 
House was unable to organize — ^no person re- 
ceiving a majority of all the votes for Speaker 
— until the 22nd, when, the Plurality rule hav- 
ing been adopted by a vote of 118 to 106, Mr. 
Howell Cobb, of Ga., was elected, having 102 
votes to 100 for Robert C. Winthrop of Mass., 
and 20 scattering. It was thereupon resolved 
— Yeas, 149 ; Nays, 86—** That Howell Cobb be 
declared duly elected Speaker;" and on the 
24th President Zachary Taylor transmitted to- 
both Houses his first Annual Message, in the 
course of which be says : 

No civil governinent having been proyided by Con- 
gress for California, the pt-ople of that Territory, im- 
pelled by the necessiiies of their political condition, 
recently met in Convention, for the purpose of forming 
a Constitation and Slate Government ; which, the latest 
advices give me reniton to suppose, has been accom- 
plished ; and it is believed they will shortly apply for tiie 
admission of California into the Union, as a Sovereign 
8, ate. Should such be the case, and should their consti- 
tation be conformable to tiie requisitions of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, I recommend their applica- 
tion to the favorable consideration of Congress. 

Tne people of New- Mexico will also, it is believed, 
at no very distant period, present themselves for admis- 
sion into the Union. Preparatory to the admission of 
Ciiiifornia and New-lkfexico, the people of each will have 
inetituted for themselves a republican form of govern- 
ment, laying its foundation in such principles, and 
organising its power in such form, as to them shail seem 
most likely to effect their safety and happiness. 

By awaiting their action, all uneasiness may be 
avoided and confidence and kind feeling preserved. 
Witi) a view of maintaining the harmony and tranquillity 
so dear to all, we should abstain from the introduction of 
those exciting topics of a sectional character which have 
hitherto produced painful apprehensions in the public 
mind ; and I repeat the solemn warning of the first and 
most illustrious of my predecessors, against furnishing 
any ground for characterising parties by geographical 
dbcriminations. 

Jan. 4. — Gen. Sara. Houston, of Texas, sub- 
mitted to the Senate the following proposition . 

Whereas, The Congress of the United States, possess- 
big only a delegated authoiity, have no power over the 
subject of Negro Slavery within the limits of the United 
States, either to prohibit or interfere with it, in the States, 
I'erritories, or District, where, by uunieipai law, it now 
exibts, or to establish it in any State or Territory where 
it does not exist ; but, as an assurance and guaranty to 
promote harmony, quiet apprehension and remove sec- 
lional prejudice, which by possibility might impair or 
weaken love and devotion to the Union in any part of 
the country, it is hereby 



Reeolted^ That, as the people In Territories have the 
same inherent rights of self-government as the people in 
the States, if in the exercise of such inher'^nt rights the peo- 
ple in the newly-acquired Territories, by tne Annexation 
of Texas and the acquisition of California and New-Mexl* 
CO, south of the parallel of 86 degrees and dO minutes of 
north latitude, extending to the Pacific Ocean, shall estab- 
lish Negro Slavery in the formation of their state govern- 
ments, it shall be deemed no objection to their admission 
as a State or States into the Union, in accordance with 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Jan. 21. — Gen. Taylor, in answer to a resolu- 
tion of inquiry, sent a message to the House, 
stating that he had ur^^ed the formation of 
State Governments in California and Kew- 
Mexico. 

Feb. 13, 1850. — Gen. Taylor communicated 
to Congress the Constitution (free) of the State 
of California. 

Jan. 29, 1860. — Mr. Henry Clay, of Kentucky, 
submitted to the Senate the following pro- 
positions, with others, which were made a special 
order and printed : 

1. BeeoVoedy That California, with suitable boun- 
daries, ought, upon her application, to be admitted as 
one of the States of ihis Union, without the Imposition by 
Congress of any restriction in respect to the exclusion or 
introduction of Slavery within those boundaries. 

2. Reaol'oedy That as Slavery does not exist by law, 
and is not likely to be introduced Into any of the terri- 
tory acquired by the United States from thte Republic of 
Mexico, it is inexpedient for Congress to provide by law 
either for its introduction into, or exclusion ftrom, any 
pait of the said Territory ; and that appropriate teirl- 
torial governments ought to be established by Congress, 
in all the said Territory, not assigned as within the boun- 
daries of the proposed State of California, without the 
adoption of any restriction or condition on the subject of 
Slavery. 

6. Jieaolved, That it Is Inexpedient to abolish Slavery 
in the District of Columbia, whilst that Institution con- 
tinues to exist in the State of Maryland, without the con- 
sent of that State, without the consent of the people of 
the District, and without just compensation to the 
owners of slaves within the District. 

6. But Beeoloed^ That It is expedient to prohibit, with- 
in the District, the slave-trade in slaves brought into It 
from States or places beyond the limits of the District, 
either to be sold therein as merchandise, or to be 
transported to other markets without the District of 
Columbia. 

7. Resoloed, That more effectual provision ought to be 
made by law, according to the requirement of the Con- 
stitution, for the restitution and delivery of persons bound 
to service or labor in any State, who may escape into any 
other State or I erritory in the Union. And, 

8. Resolved, Tiiat Congress has no power to prohibit or 
obstruct the trade in slaves between the slaveholding 
States, but that the admission or exclusion of slaves 
brought from one Into another of them, depends excla« 
sively upon their own particular laws. 

Feb. 28. — Mr. John Bell, of Tennossee, sub- 
mitted to the Senate the following proposi- 
tions : 

Whereas, Considerations of the highest interest to tho 
whole country demand that the existing and increasini]^ 
dissensions between the North and tiie South, on the 
subject of Slavery, should be speedily arrested, and that 
the questions In controversy be adjusted upon some basis 
which shall tend to give present quiet, repress sectional 
animosities, remove, as far as possible, the causes of 
future discord, and secure the uninterrupted ei\joymeut 
of those benefits and advantages which the Union was 
intended to confer in equal measure upon all Its mem- 
bers; 

And, whereas. It is manliest, under present circum- 
stances, that no adjustment can be effected of t^ie pointa 
of difference unhappily existing between the Northern 
and Southern sections of the Union, connected with the 
subject of Slavery, which shall secure to either section all 
that is contended for, and that mutual concessions upon 
questions of mere policy, not involving the violation of 
any constitutional right or principle, must be the basis of 
every project affording any assurance of a favorable ac- 
ceptance ; 

Andf V)herean, Tho joint resolution for annexing 
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%sxmB to the United States, approved M«r«!h 1, 1845, con- 
titinii the following cond.iioa und guaranty — ^tlMit is to 
say : ** New biates of conveuieot Bite, not exceeding foor 
la number, in addUlon to said £itate of Texas, and hav- 
ing sufficient population, may hereafter, by the conaoit 
of said E»tate, be formed uul of the territory thereof, 
which shall be entitled to admission under the provl- 
sious of the l^'ederul Oonstituiion ; and such (States as 
may be formed out of that po. tion of said Territory lying 
south of thirty-six deg. ees thirty minutes north latitude, 
commonly l^nown as the Missouri Compromise line, shall 
be admitted into the Union with or without Slavery, as 
the people of each State, asking admission may desire ; 
and in such State or states as shall be formed out of 
said territory i.orlh of said Missouri Compromise line, 
Slavery, or involuntary servitude (except for crime), 
shall be prohibited :'* Therefore, 

1. Jitmuloed, Ttiat the obligation to comply with the 
condition and guaranty above recited in good faith be 
distinctly recoguised, aud that, in part compliance with 
the same, as soon as the people of Texas shall, by an act 
of their legislature, signify their assent by restricting the 
limits the. eof, within tlie Terr.tory lying east of the 
TrUiity and south of the Ked Kiver, and when the people 
of the residue of the territory claimed by Texas adopt a 
constitution, republican in form, they be admitted into 
Unidn upon an equal footing in all respects with the ori- 
ginal States. 

2. Bsifolvedf That if Texas shall agree to cede, the 
United States will accept, a cession of all the naappro- 
priated domain in all the Territory claimed by Texas, ly- 
ing west of the Colorado and extending noith to the 
forty-second parallel of north latitude, together with the 
jurisdiction and sovereignty of all the territory claimed 
by Texas, north of the thirty-fourth parallel of north 

latitude, and to pay therefor a sum not exceeding 

millions of dollars, to be applied in the first place to the 
si^tlnguishmenl of any poiuon of the existing public 
deht of Texas, for the discharge of which the United 
States are under any obligation, implied or otherwise, 
and the remainder as Texa^ shall require. 

8. Kt-ioLved^ That when the population of that portion 
of the Territory claimed by Texas, lying south of the 
thirty-fourth parallel of north latitude and west of the 
Colorado, shall be equal to the ratio of representation in 
Congress, under the last preceding apportionment, ac- 
cording to the provisions of the Ooustitution, and the 
people of such rerritory shall, with the assent of the new 
State contemplated in the preceding resolution, have 
adopted a State Constitution, republican in form, they 
be admitted into the Union as a State, upon an equal 
'ooting with the original SUtes. 

ItMolvdd^ That all tiie TciTitory now claimed by Texas, 
lying north of tue tliirty-fourth parallel of north latitude, 
and which may be ceded to the United States by Texas, 
be incorporated With the Territory of New-Mexico, ex- 
cept such part thereof as lies east of the Klo Urande and 
south of the thirty-fourth degree of north latitude, and 
that the Territory so composed form a State, to be ad- 
mitted Into the Union when the inhabitants thereof shall 
adopt a State Constitution, republican in form, with the 
consent of Congress ; but in the mean time, and untJ 
Congress shall give such consent, provision be made for 
the government of the inhabitants of said Territory suit- 
able to their conditiun, but without any restriction as to 
Slavery. 

5. Jiesolvedf That all the Territory ceded to the 
United States, by the Treaty of Quadaloap« Hidalgo, 
lying west of satd Territory of New Mexico, and east of 
the contemplated new State of CaUfornia, for the present, 
constitute one Territory, aud for which some form of 
government suitable to the condition of the inhabitants 
be provided, without any restriction as to Slavery. 

6. Jiettolved^ That the Cunstitution recently formed 
by the people of the western portion of California, and 
presented to Congress by the President, on the I8th day 
of February, 1850, be accepted, and that they be admit- 
ted into the Union as a State, upon an equal footing in 
all respects with the original States. 

£e«olv€d. That, in future, the formation of State Con- 
(titutions, I y the inhabitants of the Territories of the 
Un ted States, be regulated by law ; and that no such 
(^onst.tutioa be hereafter formed or adopted by the in- 
labitants of any Territory belonging to the United 
States, without the consent and authority of Congress. 

8. ICeso/v&d^ That the inhabitants of any TeiTitory of . 
tlie UuUed States, when they shall be authorised by C<m- 
greas to U/m a State Constitution, shaU have the sole 
and exclusive power to regulate and adjust all questione 
of internal State policy, of whatever nature they may be, 
controlled only by the rest. lotions expressly imposed by 
tiie Constitution of the Un.ted States. 

9. Iletfolo&df That the Committee on Territo.'ies be 



instrocted to report a bill in conformity with «^<, .. 
and principles of the foregoing resolutions. 

A debate of unusoal duration, earnestness, 
and ability ensued, maio>y on Mr. Clay's Res»o- 
lutious. They were regarded by uucouipromid- 
ing champions, whether of Northern or of South- 
ern views, but especially of the latter, as con- 
ceding substantially the matter in dispute to 
the other side. Thus, 

January 29th. — Mr. Clay having read and 
briefly commented on his propositious, aerto^tm, 
he desired that they should be held over with- 
out debate, to give time for consideration, and 
made a special order for Monday or Tuesday 
following. But this was not assented to. 

Mr. Foote, of Misassippl, spoke against them 
generally, saying: 

If I understand the resolutions properly, they are ob- 
jectionable, as it seems to me, 

1. Because they only assert that it is not expedient 
that Congress should abolish Slavery in the District of 
Columbia ; thus allowing the implication to arise that 
Congress has power to legislate on the subject of Slavery 
in the District, which may hereafter be exercised, if it 
should become expedient to do so : whereas, I hold that 
Congress has, under the Constitution, no such power at 
all, and that any attempt thus to legislate wouid be a 
gross fraud upon all the States of the L'nion. 

2. The Kesolutions of the honorable Senator assert 
that Slavery does not now exist by law in the TerritoifTes 
recently acquired from Mexico; whereas, I am of 
opinion that the treaty with the Mexican republic carried 
the Constitution, toit/mUita ffuararUles^ to all the Ter- 
ritoiy obtained by treaty, and secured the privilege to 
every Southern slaveholder to enter any part of it, at- 
tended by his slave-property, and to ^qjoy the same 
theiein, free fiom all molestation or hindrance whatso- 
ever. 

8. Whether Slavery is or is not likely to be introduced 
into these Territories, or Into any of them, is a proposi- 
tion too uncertain, in my judgment, to be at present 
positively affirmed ; aud I am unwilling to make a 
solemn legislative declaration on the point. Let the 
/tUure provide the appropriate eolutfion ^f this mte- 
renUng question. 

4. Considering, as I have several times heretofore for- 
mally declared, the title of Texas to all the Territory 
embraced in her boundaries, as la.d down in her law of 
1886, full, complete, and undeniable, 1 am unwilling u> 
say anything, by resolution or otherwise, which may in 
the least degree draw that title into question, as I think 
is done in one of the resolutions of the honorable Sena- 
tor firom Kentucky. 

6. As to the abolition of the »lav6-trad^ in the District 
of Columbia, I see no particular objection to it, provided 
it is done in a delicate and judicious manner, and is not 
a concession to the menaces and demands of factionists 
and fanatios. If other questions can be adjusted, this 
one will, perhaps, occasion but Lttle difficulty. 

7. The resolutions which provide for the restori^onof 
fugitives from laborer service, and for the establishment 
of territorial governments, free from all restricUon on 
the subject of Slavery, have my hearty approvaL The 
last resolution — which asserts that Congress has no power 
to prohibit the trade in slaves from State to State— I 
equally approve. 

8. If all other questions eonneoted with the sabjeot of 
Slavery can be satisfactorily adj'^sted, I see no objec* 
tion to admitliing all California, above the line of 84 
degrees 80 minutes, into the Union ; provided another 
new Slave 6tate can be laid off vniiMn the preaemU 
UmiUi <tf TexuHj so as to keep the present equiponder- 
ance between the Slave and Free States of the Union : 
and provided further, all this is done by way of con^ 
promise^ and in order to save the Unions (as dear to 
me as to any man living. ) 

Mr. Mosou, of Virginia, after expressing 
his deep anxiety to ** go with him who 

went furthest, but within the limits of strict 
d^ity^ in acyudtuig these unhappy dilferences,^* 
ad«fl«d : 

Sir, to far as I have read these resolotions, Oiere is 
but one proposition to which I can give a hearty Msent, 
aud that is the resolutlor ^hlch proposes to organise 
Territorial governments at once in thvse Territor'.es, 
without a decla.ation oae way or the u^ner as to th-%ir 
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Af in«sUc insUtnlions. But tbere Is another which I 
deeply regret to see introduced into this Senate, by a 
Senator from a slavehold ng State ; it is that which 
assumed that Slavery does nut now ex'.st by law in those 
countries. I understand one of these propositions to 
declare that, by law, Slavery is now abolished in New- 
Mexico aud California. Tttat was the very proposition 
advanced by the non-slaveholding States ut the last 
session ; combated aud d.sproved, as I thought, by geu- 
tlemen from the siavehold.ng States and which the 
Oompromtse bill was framed co test. So far, I regarded 
the question of law as d.sposed of, and it was very 
clearly and satisfactorily shuvru to be against the spit it 
of the resolution of the Senator from Kentuclcy. If the 
contrary is true, I presume the Senator from Kentucky 
would declare that if a law is now valid in the Territories 
abolishing Slavery, that it could not be introduced there, 
even if a law was passed creating the institution, or re- 
pealing the statutes already existing ; a doctrine never 
assented to, so far aa I know, until now, by any Senator 
representing one of the slaveholding States. Sir, I hold 
the very opposite, and with such coafidence, that at the 
last session I was wilHng and did vote for a bill to test 
this question in the Supreme Court, Yet this resolution 
assumes the other doctrine to be true, and our assent is 
challenged to it as a pioposiiion of law. 

Mr. Jefferson Davi8, of Mississippi, objected 
specially to so much of Mr. Clay's propositions 
as relates to the boundary of Texas, to the 
fiULve-irade in the Federal district, and to Mr. 
Glay^g avowal in his speech that he did not 
believe Slavery ever would or could be estab- 
lished in any part of the Territories acquired 
from Mexico. He continued : 

But^ sir, we are called upon to receive this as a 
measure of compromise ! As a measure in which we of 
the minority are to receive nothing. A measure of com- 
promise 1 1 look upon it as but a modest mode of taking 
that, the claim to which has been more boldly asserted 
hf others ; and, that I may be understood upon this 
question, and that my position may go forth to the 
country in the same columns that convey the sentiments 
of the Senator from Kentucky, I here assert, tliat never 
will I take less than the Missouri Compromise line ex- 
tended to the Pacihc Oceao, with the specific recognition 
of the right to hold slaves in the Territory below that 
line ; and that, befOi e such Territories are admitted into 
the Union as States, slaves may be taken there from any 
of the United States at the option of the ownei-s. I can 
never consent to give addit.onal power to a majority to 
commit further agg.essious upon the minority in this 
Union ; and will never consent to any proposition which 
will have such a tendency, without a full guaranty or 
•oualeracting measure is connected with it. 

Mr. Clay, in reply, Siiid : 

I am extremely sorry to hear the Senator tvom Mis- 
sissippi say that he requires, first, the extension of the 
Missoari Compromise line to the Paclfio; and also that 
he is not satisfied with that, but requires, if I understood 
him correctly, a positive provision for the admission of 
Slavery south of that hne. And now, sir, coming from a 
Slave State, as I do, I owe it to myself, I owe it to truth, 
I owe it to the subject, to state that no earthly power 
could induce me to vote for a specific measure for the 
iutroduction of Slavery where it had not before existed, 
either south or north of that line. Coming as I do from 
a c>iave State, it is my solemn, deliberate, and well-ma- 
tured determination that no power— ^no earthly power — 
shall compel me to vote for the positive introduction of 
Slavery either south or north of that line. Sir, while you 
reproach, and justly, too, our British ancestors for the 
introduction of this institution upon the Continent of 
America, I am, for one, unwilling that the posterity of 
the present inhabitants of California and New-Mexico* 
shall reproach us for doing just what we reproach Oreat 
Britahi for doing to us. If the o|^isens of those Terri- 
tories choose to establish Slavery, I am for admitting 
them with such provisions in their Constitutions; but 
then. It will be their own work, and not ours, and their 
posterity will have to reproach them, and not ua, for 
forming Constituti ns allowing the institution of Slavery 
to exist among tliem These are my views, sir, and I 
choose to express them ; and I care not how extensively 
and anivenially they are known. The honorable Sena- 
tor from Virginia has expressed his opinion that Slavery 
exists in these Territories, and I have no doubt that 
opinion is shicerely and honestly entertained by him ; 
and I would say with equal slncerty and honesty, that I 
believe that Slavery nowhere exists within any portion 



of the Territory acquired by us f^om Mexico. Re holdi! 
a directly oontraiy opinion to mine, as he lias a perfect 
right to do ; and we will not quarrel about that diffet^ 
ence of opinion. 

Mr. William R. King, of Alabama, was in- 
ciined to look with lavor on Mr. Clay's pro- 
positions, and assented to some of tbem; bnl 
he objected to the mode in winch California had 
formed what is called a State Constitution. He . 
preferred the good old way of first organizing 
Tertitories, and so training up their people "for 
the exercise and enjoyment uf our institutions." 
Besides, be thought '^ tbere was not that kind 
of population there that justified the formation 
of a State Government." On the question of 
Slavery in the new Territories, he said: 

We ask no act of Congress— as has been properiy intima- 
ted by the Senator from Mississippi- to carry Slavery any- 
where. £ar, I believe we have as much Constitutional power 
to prohibit Slavery from going into the Territories of the 
United States, as we have to pass an act carrying Slavery 
there. We have no right to do either the one or the other. 
I would as soon vote for the Wiimot Proviso as I would 
vote for any law which required that Slavery should go 
into any of the Territories. 

Mr Downs, of Louisiana, said: 

I must confess that, in the whole course of my life, my 
astonishment has never been greater than it was when 1 
saw this (Mr. Clay*s) proposition brought forward as a 
compromise ; and I rise now, sir, not for the purpose of 
discussing it at all, but to protest most solemnly against it. 
I consider tliis compromise as no compromise at all. What, 
sir, does it grant to the South ? I can see nothing at all. 

Mr. Butler, of South Carolina, said: 

As I understand It, the Senator fi-om Kentucky's whole 
proposition of compromise is noting more than this : That 
California is already disposed ol, having formed a State 
Constitution, aud that Territorial Governments shall be 
organized for Deseret and New-Mexico, under which, by 
the operation of laws already existing, a slaveholding 
population could not carry witli them, or own slaves there. 
Wliat is there in the nature of a compromise here, coupled, 
as it is, with the proposition that, by the existing laws in 
the TeiTltories, it is almost certahi that slaveholders can- 
not, and have no right to, go there with their property ? 
What is there in the nature of a compromise here? I am 
willing, however, to run the risks, and am ready to give to 
the Territories the governments they require. I ahall 
always tJiink that, under a Constitution giving equal rights 
to all parties, the slaveliolding people, as such, can go to 
these Territories, and retain theh* property there. But, if 
we adopt this proposition of the Senator from Kentncky, 
it is clearly on the basis that Slavery shall not go there. 

The debate having engrossed the attention 
of the Senate for nearly two months — 

March 26. — Mr. Douglas, from the Com- 
mittee on Territories, reported the following 
bills : 

Senate, 169.— A bill for the admission of GaUTomia into 

the Union. , , , ^ 

Senate, ITO.— A biU to estabUsh the Territorial Gov- 
ernments of Utah and New-Mexico, and for other pur- 
poses. 

These bills were read, and passed to a second 
reading. 

April 11. — Mr. Douglas moved that Mr, Bell's 
resolves do lie on the table. Lost : Teas, 26 ; 
Nays, 28. 

April 16. — ^The discussion of Mr. Clay'« reso- 
lutions still proceeding. Colonel Benton moved 
that the previous orders be postponed, and that 
the Senate now proceed to consider the bill (S. 
169) for the admission of the State of Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. Clay moved that this proposition do lie 
on the table. Carried : Yeas. 27 (for a Com- 
promise) ; Nays, 24 (for a settlement without 
compromise). 

The Senate now took up Mr. BelPs resoWe«. 
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aforesaid, when Mr. Benton moved that thej 
lie on the table. Lost : Yeas, 24 ; Nays, 28. 

Mr. Benton next moved that they be so 
amended as not to connect or mix up the ad- 
mission of California with any other question. 
Lost : Yeas, 23 ; Nays, 28. 

Various modifications of the generic idea 
were severally voted down, generally by large 
majorities. 

On motion of Mr. Foote, of Miss., it was now 

Ordwedy That the resolutions submitted by Bfr. Bell on 
the 28th February, toother with the resolutions submitted 
on the 29th of January, by Mr. Clay, be referred to a se- 
lect Committee of thirteen ; Providedy that the Senate 
does not deem it necessary, and therefore declines, to ex- 
press in advance any opinion, or to give any instruction, 
either general or specific, for the guidance of the said 
Conunittee. 

April 19. — The Senate proceeded to elect by 
ballot such Select Committee, which was com- 
posed as follows : 

Mr. Henry Clay, of Ky., Chairman. 

Messrs. Dickinson, of N. Y. Cooper, of Pa. 

Phelps, of Vt. Downs, of La. 

Bell, of Tenn. ^^gt of Ala. 

Cass, of Mich. Mangum, of N. C. 

Webster, of Mass. Mason, of Ya. 

Berrien, of Ga. Bright, of Ind. 

May 8. — Mr. Clay, from said Committee, re- 
ported at length, the views and recommenda- 
tions of the report being substantially as fol- 
lows : 

• 1. The admission of any new State or States formed out 
of Texas to be postponed until they shall hereafter pre- 
sent themselves to be received into the Union, when it will 
be the duty of Congress fairly and faithfully to execute 
the compact with Texas, by admitting such new State or 
States. 

2. The admission forthwith of California into the Union, 
with the boundaries which she has proposed. 

>>. The establishment of Territorial Governments, with- 
out the Wilmot Proviso, for New-Mexico and Utah, em- 
bracing all the territory recently acquired by the United 
States from Mexico, not contained in the boundaries of 
California. 

4. The combination of these two last mentioned mea- 
sures in the same bill ; 

5. The establishment of the western and northern bound- 
aries of Texas, and the exclusion from her jurisdiction of 
all New-Mexico, with the grant to Texas of a pecuniary 
equivalent; and the secton for that purpose to be incor- 
porated in the bill admitting California and estal)lishing 
Territorial Governments for Utah and New-Mexico. 

6. More effectual enactiuents of law to secure the prompt 
delivery of persons bound to service or labor in one State, 
under the laws thereof, who escape into another State ; 
and, 

7. Abstsdning from abolishing Slavery ; but, under a 
heavy penalty, prohibiting the slave-trade in the District 
of Columbia. 

The Senate proceeded to debate from day to 
day the provisions of the principal bill thus re- 
ported, commonly termed *' the Omnibus." 

June 28. — Mr, Soul6, of Louisiana, moved 
that all south of 360 30' be cut oflf from Cali- 
fornia, and formed into a Territory entitled 
South California, and that said Territory 

" shall, whea ready, able, and willing to become a State, 
and deserving to be such, be admitted with or without 
Slavery, as me people thereof shall desire, and make 
known through Iheir Constitution." 

This was rejected : Yeas, 19 (all ^outnern) ; 
Nays, 86. 

July 10. — The discussion was interrupted by 
the -death of President Taylor. Millard Fillmore 
succeeded to the Presidency, and William R. 
King, of Alabama, was chosen President of the 
Senate, pro tempore, 

July 16. — The bill was reported to the Senate 
and amended so as to substitute ** that Congress 



shall make tio law establishing or prohibiting ^ 

Slavery in the new Territories, instead of •* in 

respect to " it. Yeas, 27 ; Nays, 25. 

Mr. Seward moved to add at the end of the 

87 th section : 

But neither Slavery nor involuntary servitude shall be 
allowed in either of the Territories of New-Mexico or Utah, 
except on legal conviction for crime. 

Which was negatived; Yeas and Nays not 
taken. 

July 17. — The Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the *' Omnibus bill." 

Mr. Benton moved a change in the proposed 
boundarv between Texas and New-Mexico. He- 

• 

jected : Yeas, 18 ; Nays, 8fi. 

Mr. Foote moved that the 34th parallel of 
north latitude be the northern boundary of 
Texas throughout. Lost: Yeas, 20; Nays, 34. 

Juli/ 19. — Mr. King moved that the parallel 
of 35° 30' be the southern boundary of the 
State of California. Rejected : Yeas, 20 ; Nays, 
37. 

Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, moved 86° 30'. Re- 
jected : Yeas, 23 ; Nays, 82. 

July 23d. — Mr. Turney, of Tenn., moved that 
the people of California be enabled to form a 
new State Constitution. Lost : Yeas, 19 ; 
Navs, 38. 

Mr. Jeff. Davis, of Mississippi, moved to add : 

And that all laws and usages existing in said Territory, 
at the date of its acquisition by the United States, whid) 
deny or obstruct the right of any citizen of the United 
States to remove to, and reside in, said Territory, with any 
species of property legally held in any of the States of 
this Union, be, and are hereby declared to be, null and 
void. 

This was rejected : Yeas, 22 ; Nays, 33. 

Yeas — For Davis's amendment : 



Messrs. Atchison, Mo. 
Barnwell, S. 0. 
Bell, Tenn. 
Berrien, Ga. 
Butler, S. C. 
Clemens, Ala. 
Davis, Miss. 
Dawson, Ga. 
Downs, La. 
Houston, Texas. 
Uunter, Va. 



King, Ala. 
Mangum. N. 0. 
Mason, Va. 
Morton, Fla. 
Pratt, Md. 
Rusk, Texas. 
SebasUan, Ark. 
Sould, La. 
Turney, Tenn, 
Underwood, Ky. 
Yulee, Fla.— 22. 



Nays — Against Davis's amendment : 

Messrs. Badger, N. C. Foote, Miss. 

Baldwin, Conn. Greene, R. I. 

Benton, Mo. Hale, N. H. 

Bradbury, Me. Hamlin, Me. 

Bright, Ind. Jones, Iowa. 

Cass, Mich. MiUer, N. J. 

Chase, Ohio. Korris, N. H. 

Clarke, R. I. Pearce, Md. 

Clay, Ky. Seward, N. Y. 

Cooper, Pa. Shields, IlL 

Davis, Mass. Smith, Conn. 

Dayton, N. J. . Spruance, DeL 

Dickinson, N. Y. Sturgeon, Pa. 

Dodge, Wise. Upham, Vt. 

Dodge, Iowa. Wales, DeL 

Felch, Mich. Walker, Wise. 
Whitcomb, Ind.— S8. 

Aug. 10. — ^The California bill was now taken 
up. Mr. Yulee,, of Fla., moved a substitute, 
remanding California to a territorial condition, 
and limiting her southern boundary. Rejected : 
Yeas, 12 (all Southern) ; Nays, 35. 

Mr. Foote moved a like project, cutting oflf 
so much of California as lies south of 36 deg. 
30 min., and erecting it into the Territory of 
Colorado. Rejected : Yeas, 18 (ultra Southern) ; 
Nays, 29. 

Aitff, 12. — Still another proposition to limit 
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California south «v^ardly, by the liue of 86 dep;. 
30 niin., was made by Mr. Turney, and rejected : 
Yeas, 20 (all Southern) ; Nays, 80. After de- 
feating Southern motions to adjourn, postpone, 
and lay on the table, the bill was engrossed for 
a third reading : Yeas, 83 (all the Senators from 
Free States, with Bell, Benton, Houston, Spru- 
ance, Wales and Underwood) ; Nays, 19 (all 
from Slave States). Mr. Clay still absent, en- 
deavoring to restore his failing health. 

Aiig, 13. — The California bill passed its third 
reading: Yea?, 34; Nays, 18 (all Southern). 

Aug. 14. — The Senate now took up the bill or- 
ganizing the Territories of New Mexico and Utah 
(as it was originally reported, prior to its inclu- 
sion in Mr. (jlay's *' Omnibus"). 

Mr. Chase, of Ohio, moved to amend the bill 
by inserting : 

Nor shall there be in said Territory either Slavery or 
Involuntary servitude, otherwise than in the punishment 
of crimes whereof the party shall have been daly con- 
victed to have been personidly guilty. 

Wliich was rejected : Yeas, 20 ; Nays, 25. 

The bill was then reported complete, and 
passed to be engrossed. 

Atiff. 15. — Said bill had its third reading, 
and was finally passed : Yeas, 27 ; Nays, 10. 

[The Senate proceeded to take up, consider, 
mature, and pass the Fugitive Slave bill, and 
the bill excluding the Slave-Trade from the 
District of Columbia ; but the history of these 
is but remotely connected with our theme]. 
We return to the House. 

Aitff. 28. — ^The California bill was taken up, 
read twice, and committed. 

The Texas bill coming up, Mr. Inge, of Ala. 
objected to it, and a vote was taken on its rejec- 
tion : Yeas, 34; Nays, 168 ; so it was not rejected. 

Mr. Boyd, of Ky., moved to amend it so as to 
create and define thereby the Territories of 
New-Mexico and Utah, to be slaveholding or 
not as their people shall determine when they 
shall come to form State governments. [In 
other words, to append the bill organizing the 
Territory of New Mexico to the Texas bill.J 

Sept 7. — ^The California bill now came up. 
Mr. Boyd moved his amendment already moved 
to the Texas bill. Mr. Vinton, of Ohio, declared 
it out of order. The Speaker again ruled it in 
order. Mr. Vinton appealed, and the House 
overruled the Speaker: Yeas (to sustain), 87 ; 
:Nay8, 116. 

Mr. Jacob' Thompson, of Mis-*., moved to cut 
off from California all below 36** 80'. Kejected : 
Yeas, 76 ; Nays, 181. 

The bill was now ordered to a third reading : 
Teas, 151; Nays, 67, and then passed : Yeas, 
150; Nays, 66 (all Southern). 

The Senate bill organizing the Territory of 
Utah (without restriction as to Slavery) was 
then taken up, and rushed through the same 
day : Yeas, 97 ; Nays, 85. [The Nays were 
mainly Northern Free Soil men ; but some 
Southern men, for a different rea&on, voted 
with them]. 

Sept. 9. — The House having returned the 
Tixas Boundary bill, with an amendment (Linn 
Boyd^s), including the bill organizing the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico therein, the Senate 
proceeded to consider and agree to the same : 
Veat;, 31 ; Nays, 10, namely: 



Messrs. Baldwin, Conn., 
Benton, Mo., 
Chase, Ohio, 
Davis, Mass., 
Dodge, Wis.. 



Siring, Oliio, 
Uanilin. Me., 
Seward, N. Y., 
Upham, Vt,, 
Winthrop, Mass. 



So all the bills originally included in Mr. 
Clays ** Omnibus " were passed— two of them in 
the same bill — after the Senate bad once voted 
to sever them. 

THE KANSAS-NEBRASKA STRUGOLR. 

Out of the Louisiana TerritorfT, since the ad- 
mission first of Louisiana and then of Missouri 
as Stave States, there had been formed the Ter- 
ritories of Arkansas, Iowa, and Minnesota ; the 
first without, and the two others with. Congres- 
sional inhibition of Slavery. Arkansas, in due 
course, became a Slave, Iowa aiu^Minnesota 
Free States. The destiny of one tier* of States, 
fronting upon, and westward of, the Mississippi, 
was thus settled. What should be the fate of 
the next tier? 

The region lying immediately westward of 
Missouri, with much Territory north, as well aa 
a more clearly defined district south of it, was 
long since dedicated to the uses of the Aborigines 
— not merely those who had originally inhabited 
it, but the tribes from timfi to time removed 
from the States eastward of the Mississippi. 
Very little, if any, of it was legally open to 
settlement by Whites ; and, with the exception 
of the few and small military and trading posts 
thinly scattered over its surface, it is probable 
that scarcely two hundred white families were 
located in the spacious wilderness bounded by 
Missouri, Iowa, and Minnesota on the east, the 
British possessions on the north, the crest of the 
Rocky Mountains on the west, and the settled 
portion of New-Mexico and the line of 86® 30' 
on the south, at the time when Mr. Douglas 
first, at the session of 1852-3, submitted a bill 
organizing the Territory of Nebraska, by which 
title the region above bounded had come to be 
vaguely indicated. 

This region was indisputably included within 
the scope of the exclusion of Slavery from all 
Federal Territory north of 36° 80', to which the 
South had assented by the terms of the Mis- 
souri compact, in order thereby to secure the 
admission of Missouri as a Slave State. Nor 
was it once intimated, during the long, earnest, 
and searching debate in the Senate on the Com- 
promise Measures of 1850, that the adoption of 
those measures, whether together or separately, 
would involve or imply a repeal of the Missouri 
Restriction. We have seen on a former page 
how Mr. Clay's original suggestion of a Compro- 
mise, which was substantially that ultimately 
adopted, was received by the Southern Senators 
who spoke on its introduction, with hardly a 
qualification, as a virtual surrender of all that 
the South had ever claimed with respect to the 
new Territories. And, from the beginning to 
the close of the long and able discussion which 
followed, neither friend nor foe of the Compro- 
mises, nor of any of them, hinted that one 
effect of their adoption would be the lifting of 
the Missouri restriction from the Territory now 
covered by it. When the Compromises of 1860 
were accepted in 185*2 by the National Conven- 
tions if the two grea\^ parties, as a settlement 
of tbd distracting controversy therein contem- 
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platedf no hint was added that the Nebraska 
region was opened thereby to Slavery. 

Several petitions for the organization of a 
Territory westward of Missouri and Iowa were 
presented at the session of 185 1-2, but no de> 
eisive action taken thereon, until the next ses- 
sion« when, 

Dee, 13<A.— Mr. W. P. Hall, of Mo., pursuant 
to notice, submitted to the House a bill to organ- 
ize the Territory of Platte, which was read 
twice, and sent to the Committee on Territories. 
From that Committee, 

Feb, 2(i, 1863.— Mr. W. A. Richardson, of 111., 
reported a bill to organize the Territory of 
Nebraska, which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Feb, 9th, — ^The bill was ordered to be taken 
Dut of Committee, on motion of W. P. Hall. 

Feb, XOih, — ^The bill was reported from the 
Committee of the Whole to the House, with a 
recommendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. Richardson moved the previous question, 
which prevailed. 

Mr. Letcher, of Va., moved that the bill do lie 
on the table. Lost : iTeas, 49 (mainly Southern) ; 
Nays, 107. 

The bill was then engrossed, read a third 
time, and passed. Yeas, 98; Nays, 48, (as 
before.) 

Feb. 11^A.—The bill reached the Senate 
and was referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

Feb, 17<A.— Mr. Douglas reported it without 
amendment. 

March 2<:f.^Last day but one of the session), 
Mr. Douglas moved that the bill be taken up : 
Lost: Yeas, 20 ; (all Northern but Atchison and 
Geyer, of Mo. ;) Nays, 25 ; (21 Southern, 4 
Northern.) 

March Zrd. — Mr. Douglas again moved that 
the bill be taken up. 

Mr. Borland, of Ark., moved that it do he on 
the table. Carried : Yeas, 23 ; (all Southern but 
4 ;) Nays, 17 ; (all Northern but Atchison and 
Geyer. ^ So the bill was put to sleep for the 
session. 

On the motion to take up — Mr. Rusk of Texas 
objecting— Mr. Atchison said : 

I must ask the Indulgence of the Senate to saj one 
word in relation to this matter. Perhaps there is not a 
State in the Union more deeply interested in this ques- 
tion than the State of Missouri. If not the largest, I will 
•ay the best, portion of that Territory, perhaps the only 
portion of it that in half a century will become a State, 
lies immediately west of the State of Missouri. It is 
only a question of time, whether we will organise the 
Territory at this session of Congress, or whether we will 
do it at the next session'; and, for my own part, I 
acknowledge now that, as the Senator from Illinois well 
knows, when I came to this city, at the beginning of the 
last session, I waa perhaps as much opposed to the pro- 
position, as the Senator from Texas now 'a. The Senator 
from Iowa knows it ; and U toae fbr reaeone toMch I 
toill not now mention or auggetA. But, sir, I hare 
f . ora reftection and investigation in my own mind, and 
froku the opinions of others — ^my constituents, whose 
opinions I am bound to respect— come to the conclusion 
that now is the time for the organisation of this Terri- 
tory. It is the most propitious time. The treaties with 
ilie various Indian tribes, the titles to whose possessions 
must be extinguished, can better be made now than at 
any future time ; for, as the question is agitated, and as 
it is understood, wlute men, speculators, will Interpose, 
and interfere, and the longer it is postponed the more 
we will have to fear from them, and the more difficult it 
will be to extinguish the Indian title in that country, 
and the ha-der the terms Jbo be imposed. Therefore, 
Mr. President, for this reason, without going into detail. 



I am wilHng now that this question shall be taken, 
whether we will proceed to the consideration of the bill 
or not. 

The meaning is here diplomatically veiled^ 
yet is pertectlr plain. Gen. Atchison had been 
averse to organizing this Territory until he 
could procure a relaxation of the Missouri Re- 
striction as to Slavery ; but, seeing no present 
hope of this, he was willing to waive the point, 
and assent to an organization under a bill silent 
with respect to Slavery, and of course leaving 
the Missouri Restriction unimpaired. 



Gen.- Pierce was inaugurated President on the 
4th March, 1853. 

The XXXIIId Congress assembled at Wash- 
ington, Dec. 6 th, 1863, with a large Adminis- 
tration majority i(i either House. Linn Boyd 
of Ky., was chosen Speaker of the House. 
The President's Annual Message contained the 
following allusion to the subject of Slavery : 

It is no part of my purpose to give prominence to any 
subject which may properly be regarded as set at rest by 
the deliberate judgment of the people. But, while the 
present is briglit with promise, and the Aiture full of de- 
mand \tnd Induoeinents for the exercise of active intelli- 
genee, the past can never be without tts«ful lessons of 
admonition and instruutinn. If its dangers serve not as 
l>eacon!t, they will evidently fail to fulflll the object of a 
wise destign. When the grave shall have closed over all, 
who are now eitde^ivoring to meet the obligations of duty, 
the year 1850 will be recurred to as a period filled wiUi 
anxious apprehension. A successrul war had just termi- 
nated. Pea e brought with it a vast augmentation of 
territory. Disturbitig quesuous arose, bearing upon the 
domestic institutions of one portion of the confederacy, 
and Involving the constitutional rights of the Stat^ 
But, notwttiisitanding differences of opinion and sentiment 
which thenexiste<l in relation to details, and specifio pro- 
visions, the acquiescence of distingui:ihed citisens, whose 
devotion to the Union can never l}e doubted, has given 
renewed vigor to our institutions, and restored a sense of 
repose ami security to the public mind throughout the 
confederacy, iliat tiiis repose is to suffer uo shoclc 
during my official term, if I have power to avert it, those 
who placed me here may be assured. 

Dec. 15. — Mr. A. C. Dodge of Iowa submitted 
to the Senate a bill (No. 22} "To organize the 
Territory of Nebraska," which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Jan. 4. — Mr. Douglas, from said Committee, 
reported said bill with amendments, which were 
printed. He said in his Report: 

The principal amendments which your committee 
deem it their duty to commend to the favorable action of 
the Senate, in a special report, are those in which the 
principles establi:ihed by the Ooiupromise Measwet of 
1S50, so far as they are applicable to territorial orgaalaa- 
tions, are proposed to be affirmed, and carried into 
practical operation within the. limits of the new Tarri- 
tory. . . . 

With a view of conforming their action to what tiiey 
regard as the settled policy of the Oovernment, sanc- 
tioned by the approving voice of the American People, 
your Committee have deemed it their duty to incorporate 
and perpetuate, in their territorial bill, tiie priociplei and 
spirit of those measures. If any other consideration 
were necessary to render the propriety of this course 
imperative upon the Committee, they may be found iu 
the fact that the Nebraska country occupies the same 
relative position to the Slavery question, as did New 
Mexico and Utah, when those Territories were organlaed. 

It was a disputed point, whether Slavery was pro- 
hibited by law in the country acquired from Mexico. 
On the one hand, it was contended, as a legal propo.<i- 
Uon, that Slavery having been prohibited by the enact- 
ments of Mexico, according to the laws or oatlone, we 
received tiie country with all its local laws and doiOfentic 
institutions attached to the soil, so far as they did not 
conflict with the Constitution of the United Elates; and 
that a law either protecring nr prohibltmg Slavery. w.ii> 
not repugnant to that indtrument, as was evidenced by 
the fact that one-half of thn States of Uie Uuion toWatei. 
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while the other half prohibited, the institution of Slavery. 
On the other hand, it was insisted that, by virtue of tite 
Constitution of the United Stateii, every citisen liad a 
right to remove to any Territory of the Union, and carry 
his proi>erty with him under the protection of law, 
whether that property consisted of pt^rsons or things, 
i^he difficulties arising from this diversity of opinion were 
ipreaily aggravated by ttie fact that tliere were many 
l^rsons on both sides of the legal controvers^y, who were 
unwilling to abide the decision of the courts on the legal 
matters iti dispute ; thus, among those who claimed that 
Tlie Mexican laws were st-ill in force, and, consfquently, 
that Slavery was already prohibited in those Territ-ories 
by valid enactments, there were many who insisted upon 
Congress making the matter certain, by enacting another 
prohibition. In like manner, some of those who argued 
that Mexican law had ceased to have any binding force, 
and that the Constitution tolerated and protected Slave 
property in those Territories, were unwilling to trust the 
decision of the courts upon the point, and insisted that 
Congress sliould, by direct enactment, remove all legal 
obstacles to the introduction of Slaves into those Territo- 
ries. . . . 

Your Committee deem it fortunate for the peace of 
the country, and the security of the Union, tliat the con- 
troversy then resulted in the adoption of the Compro- 
mise Measures, which the two great political parties, 
with singular unanimity, have affirmed as a cardinal 
article of their faith, and proclaimed to the world as a 
final settlement of the controvcrey and an end of the 
agitation. A due respect, therefore, for the avowed 
opinions of Senators, as well as a proper sense of pa- 
triotic duty, enjoins upon your Committee the propriety 
and necessity of a strict adherence to the principles, and 
even a literal adoption of the enactments of that, a<ijudt- 
ment, in all their territorial bills, so far as the same are 
not locally inapplicable. These enactments embrace, 
among other things, le^s material to the matters under 
consideration, the following provisions :. 

When admitted as a State, the said Territory, or any 
poi*tion of the same, shall be received into the Union, 
with or without Slavery, as their constitution may pre-| 
scribe at the time of their admisision ; 

That the legislative power and authority of said Terri- 
tory shall be vested in the Grovernor and a Legislative 
AKSembly. 

That the Legislative power of said Territory shall 
extend to all rightful subjects of legislation, consistent 
with the Constitution of the United States, and the pro- 
visions of this act ; but no law shall be passed interfering 
with the primary disposal of the soil ; no tax shall be 
Imposed upon the property of the United States; nor 
■hall the lands or other property of non-residents be 
taxed higher than the lands or other properly of resi- 
dents. 

Jan, 24. — The bill thus reported was con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole and post- 
poned to Monday next, when it was made the 
order of the day. 

The bill was further considered Jan. 31 st, 
Feb. 3d, Feb. 5th, and Feb. 6th, when an amend- 
ment reported by Mr. Douglas, declaring the 
Missouri Restriction on Slavery *^ inoperative 
ftnd void," being under consideration, Mr. Cha€e, 
of Ohio, moved to strike out the assertion that 
said Restriction 

** was superseded by the principles of the legislation of 
1860, commonly called the Compromise Measures." 

This motion was defeated by Teas, 1 3 ; Nays, 



Feb. 16. — The bill having been discussed daily 
until now, Mr. Douglas moved, to strike out of 
his amendment the words above quoted (which 
Vhe Senate had refused to strike out on Mr. 
Chasers motion,) and insert instead the fol- 
lowing : 

Which being InconsistQiiEt with the principle of Non-In- 
tervention by Congresa witti Slavery In the States and 
Territories, as recognized by Ibe legislation of 1950, ^com- 
monly callei the Comprondse Ifoaaures,) is hereby declared 
inoperative and void ; it bcdoj^-tlie true Intent and mean- 
ing of this act not to legldate Slavery into any Territory or 
State, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people 
tftereef perfectly fre% to form and regulate their domestic 
laBfttatlonB in thetr own way, sutajeot only to the Constifca- 
tloa of the Unitetf States^ 

6 



which prevailed — ^Tea«, 25 ; l)ayS| ll>— as fol- 
lows: 

YeaB — ^For Douglases new amendment : 

Messrs. Adama, Owin, 
Atchisoo, ' Hunter, 

Bayard, Johnson, 

Bell, Jones, of Iowa, 

Bet^amiA, Jones, of Tenn., 

Bfodhead, Bfason, 

Brown, Morton, 

Butler, Norria, 

Cass, Pearce, 

Clayton, Pettit, 

Dawson, Pratt, 

Dixon, Sebastian, 

Dodge, of Iowa, Slldell, 

Douglas, Stuart, 

Svaoa, ThompsoBief Ky., 

Fitspatrick, Toombs, 

Geyer, Weller, 
Williams— 85. 

Nay% — Against said amendment ; 

Messrs. Allen, Foot, 

Chase, Hou!fto% 

Dodge, of Wise., Seward, 

EvereU), Sumner, 

Fish, Wade— 10. f 

[NoTS.— Prior to this move of Mr. Douglas, Mr. Dixoa, 
(Wldg) of Kentucky, had moved to insert a clause directly 
and plainly repeaiiiig the Missouri Bestriction. Mr. Diloo 
thought if that was the object, (and he was in favor of itO tt 
should be approached in a direct and manly way. He was 
assailed for this in Tht Vnixm newspaper next morning ; but 
his suggestion was substantially adopted by Douglas, after 
a brief hesitation. Mr. Dixon's proposition, having been 
made in Committee, does not appear in the journal of the 
Senate, or it would here be given in terms.] 

The bill was further discussed daily until 
March 2nd, when the vote was taken on Mr. 
Chasers amendment, to add to Sec. 14 the fol- 
lowing words : 

Under which the people of the Territory, through 
Ihair appropriate representative^^ rhay^ if they ee* 
JUy prohibit the esbigtenae of Slavery ih»rt§A— 

which was rejected: Yeas, 10; Naya, 36, as 
follows : 

Yean — For Mr. Chase's amendrheflt : 

Messrs. Chase, Hamlin, 

Dodge, of Wise, Seward, 

Fessenden, Smith, 

Fish, Sumner, 

Foot, Wade— lO, 

Nays — Against Chase's amendment: 

Messrs. Adams, Hunter, 

Atchison, Johnson, 

Badger, Jones, of Tewa, 

Bell, Jones, of Tenn., 

Benjamin Mason, 

B odhead, Morton, 

Brown, Norris, 

Butler, Pettit. 

Clay, iC. C.>, Pratt, 

Clayton, Rusk, 

Dai^Bon, Sebastian, 

Dixon, Shields, 

Dodge, of loWa, Slidell, 

Douglas, Stuart, 

Evans, Toucey, 

Fitepatiick, Walker, 

Owin, Weller, 

Houston, Williams— 86. 

Mr. Badger, of N. C, moved to add to the 
aforesaid section : 

Provided^ That nothing herein oon4ai7Md ehall b 
eonetrued to renive or put in force any tote or regv^ 
iation which may have emisted prior to Me act of ^tk 
of March, 1820, either protecting^ MtabliMng^pro- 
Mbittng^ or aboli^ing Slavery, 

Carried : Yeas, 86 ; Nays, 6. 
Mr. Clayton now moved to strike out ^o Tntich 
of said Douglas amendment as permits em<granM 
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frono Europe, who shall have declared their in- 
tention to become citizens, to TOte. Carried : 
Teas, 23; Nays, 21 — ^as follows: 
Yeat — ^For Clayton's amendment : 

Messrs. Adams, Dixon, 

Atchison, Brans, 

Badger, Fitspatrick, 

Bell, Houston, 

Benjamin, Hunter, 

Brodhead, Johnson, 

Brown, Jones, of Tenn., 

BuUer, Mason, 

Clay, Morton, 

Clayton, Pratt, 

Dawson, Sebastian, 
SHdell— 28. 

Naya — Against Clayton's amendment : 

Messrs. Obase, Norrls, 

Dodge, of Wise. , Pettit, 

Dodge, of Iowa, Seward, 

Douglas, Shields, 

Vessenden, Smith, 

Fish, Stuart, 

Foot, Sumner, 

Gwin, Toucey, 

Hamlin, Wade, 

* Jones, of Iowa, Walker, 
Williams— 21. 

Mr. Chase moved to amend, by providing for 
the appointment of three Commiiisioners resid- 
ing in the Territory to organize the Territory, 
divide it into election districts, notify an election 
on the first Monday in September then ensuing, 
etc , at which election the people should choose 
their own Governor, as well as a Territorial Legis- 
lature — the Governor to serve for two years, and 
the Legislature to meet not later than May, 1855. 

This extension of the principle of '* Squatter 
Sovereignty" was defeated — Yeas, 10; Nays, 30. 

Mr. Douglases amendment was then agreed to, 
and the bill reported from the Committee of the 
Whole to the Senate. 

The question on the engrossment of the bill was 
now reached, and it was carried : Yeas, 29 ; 
Nays, 12. 

March 3. — The rule assigning Fridays for the 
consideration of private bills having been sus- 
pended, on motion of Mr. Badger, the Senate 
proceeded to put the Nebraska-Kansas bill on 
its final passage, when a long and earnest de- 
bate ensued. At a late hour of the night Mr. 
Seward, of New York, addressed the Senate, in 
opposition to the bill, as follows : 

Mr. Prrsident : I rise with no purpose of further re- 
sisting or even delaying the passage of this bill Let its 
adrocates have only a little patience, and they will soon 
reach the object for irhich they hare struggled so earnestly 
and so long. The sun has set for the last time upon the 
guaranteed and certain liberties of all the unsettled and 
unorganized portions of the American continent that lie 
within the jurisdiction of the United States. To-morrow*s 
sun will rise in dim eclipse oyer them. How long that ob- 
scuration shall last, is known only to the Power that di- 
rects and controls all human erents. For myself, I know 
only this — ^that now no human power will prevent its com- 
ing on, and that its passing off will be hastened and se- 
cured by others than those now here, and perhaps by only 
those belonging to future generations. 

Sir, it would be almost factious to offer ftirther resist- 
ance to this measure here. Indeed, successful resistance 
wa<) never expected to be made in this Hall. The Senate- 
floor is an old battle-ground, on which have been fought 
many contests, and always, at least since 1S20, with fortune 
adverse to the cause of equal and universal freedom. We 
were only a few here who engaged in that cause in the 
beginning of this contest. All that we could hope to do 
— all that we did hope to do— was to organise and pre- 
pare the issue for the Hoose of Representatives, to which 
the country would look for its decision as authoritative, 
and to awaken the country that it might be ready for the 
appeal Which would be madr;, whatever the decision of 
Congress inig^> b«. We are no stronger now. Only four- 



teen at the first, it will be fortunate if, among the His and 
accidents which surround us, we shall mainttdn that num- 
ber to the end. 

We are on the eve of the consummation of a great na- 
tional transaction — a transaction which will close a cycle 
in the history of our country — and it is impossible not to 
desire to pause a moment and survey the scene' around 
us, and the prospect before us. However obscure we may 
individually be, our connection with this great transaction 
will perpetuate our names for the praise or for the cen- 
sure of future ages, and perhaps in regions far remote. 
If, then, we had no other motive for our actions than but 
that of the honest desire for a just fame, we could not be 
indifferent to that scene and that prospect. But individual 
interests and ambition sink into msig^ificance in view of 
the interests of our country and of mankind. These inter- 
ests awaken, at least in me, an intense solicitude. 

It was said by some in the beginning, and it has been 
said by others later in this debate, that it was doubtful 
whether it would be the cause of Slavery or the cause of 
Freedom that would gain advantages fromt the passage of 
this bill. I do not find it necessary to be censorious, nor 
even unjust to others, in order that my own course may 
be approved. I am sure that the honorable Senator fi'om 
Illinois [Mr. Douglas] did not mean that the Slave States 
should gain an advantage over the Free States ; for he 
disclaimed it when he introduced the bill. I believ-e in all 
candor, that the honorable Senator from G-eorgia, [Mr. 
Toombs,] vc|io comes out at the close of the battle as one 
of the cmefest leaders of the victorious party, is sincere in 
declaring his own opinion that the Slave States will gain 
no unjust advantage over the Free States, because he dis- 
claims it as a triumph in their behalf. Notwithstanding 
all this, however, what has occurred here and in the 
country, during this contest, has compelled a conviction 
that Slavery will gain something, and Freedom will endur« 
a severe, though I hope not an irretrievable, loss. The 
slaveholding States are passive, quiet, and content, 
and satisfied with the prospective boon ; and the Free 
States are excited and alarmed with fearful forebodings 
and apprehensions. The impatience for the speedy pas- 
sage of the bill, manifested by its friends, betrays a 
knowledge that this is the condition of public sentiment in 
the Free States. They thought in the beginning that it 
was necessary to guard the measure by inserting the 
Clayton amendment, which would exclude unnaturalized 
foreign inhabitants of the Territories from the right of 
suffrage. And now they seem willing, with almost perfect 
unanimity, to relinquish that safeguard, rather than to 
delay the adoption of the principal measure for at most a 
year, perhaps for only a week or a day. Suppose that 
the Senate should adliere to that condition, which so lately 
was thought so wise and so important — what then ? The 
bill could only go back to the House of Representatives, 
which must either yield or Insist ! In the one case or in 
the other, a decision in favor of the bill would be secured ; 
for even if the House should disagree, the Senate would 
have time to recede. But the majority will hazard no- 
thing, even on a prospect so certain as this. They will 
recede at once, without a moment's further struggle, from 
the condition, and thus secure the passage of this bill now, 
to-night. Why such haste ? Even if the question were to 
go to the country before a final decision here, what would 
there be wrong in that? There is no man living who will 
say that the country anticipated, or that he anticipated, 
the agitation of this measure in Congress, when this Con- 
gress was elected, or even when it assembled in Decem- 
ber last. 

Under such circumstances, and in the midst of agita- 
tion, and excitement, and debates, it is only fair to say, 
that certainly the country has not decided in favor of th« 
bill. The refusal, then, to let the question go to the coun- 
try, is a conclusive proof that the Slave States, as repre- 
sented here, expect from the passage of this bill what the 
Free States insist that they will lose by it — ^an advantage, 
a material advantage, and not a mere abstraction. There 
are men in the Slave States, as in the Free States, who in- 
sist always too pertinaciously upon mere abstractions. But 
that is not the policy of the Slave States to-day. They 
are In earnest in seeking for, and securing, an ob.ect. and 
an important one. I believe they arc goGig to have it. I 
do not know how long the advantage gained will last, nor 
how great or comprehensive it will be. Every Senator 
who agrees with me in opinion must feel as I do — ^that un- 
der such circumstances he can forego nothing that can be 
done decently, with due respect to difference of opinion, 
and consistently with the constitutional and settled rules 
of legblation, to place the true merits of the question be- 
fore the country. Questions sometimes occur which seem 
to have two right sides. Such were the questions that di- 
vided the English nation between IMtt and Fox — such the 
contest between the assailant and the defender of Quebec. 
The Judgment of the world was Buspended by its syrnp*- 
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thics, and seemed ready to descend in fttvor of him who 
elioulil be most gallant In conduct. And so, when both 
fell with equal chivalry on the same field, the surrivors 
united In raising a common monument to Uie glorious but 
rival memories of Wolfe and Montcalm. But this contest 
involves a moral question. The Slave States so present it. 
They maintain that African Slavery is not erroneous, not 
ui\just, not inconsistent with the advanchig cause of hu- 
man nature. Since they so regard it, I do not expect to 
see statesmen representtog those States indifferent about 
a vindication of this system by the Congress of the United 
States. On the other hand, we of the Free States regard 
Slavery as erroneous, unjust, oppressive, and therefore 
absolutely inconsistent with the principles of the American 
Constitution and Government. Who will expect us to be 
indifferent to the decisions of the American people and 
of mankind on such an issue ? . . . . 

Sir, I am surprised at the pertinacity with which the 
honorable Senator Arom Delaware, mine ancient and hon- 
orable friend, [Mr. Clayton,] perseveres in opposing the 
granting of the right of suffrage to the unnaturalized for- 
eigner in the Territories. Congress cannot deny him that 
right. Here is the third article of that convention by 
which Louisiana, including Kansas and Nebraska, was 
ceded to the United States : ' 
" ** The inltabitants of the ceded territory shall be incor- 
porated in the Union of the United States, and admitted 
as soon as possible, according to the principles of the Fede- 
ral Constitution, to theenjoymentof the rights, privileges, 
and immunities of the cituens of the United* States; and 
in the meantime they shall be maintained and protected 
in the free ei^oyment of their liberty, property, and the 
religion they profess." 

The inhabitants of Kansas and Nebraska are citizens 
already, and by force of this treaty must continue to be, 
and as such to ei\joy the right of sufinrage, whatever laws 
you make to the contrary. My opinions are well known, 
to wit: That Slavery is not only an evil, but a local one, 
injurious and ultimately pernicious to society, wherever it 
exists, and in conflict with the constitutional principles of 
society in this country. I am not willing to extend nor to 
permit the extension of that local evil into regions now 
free within our empire. I know that there are some who 
differ from me, and who regard the Constitution of the 
United States as an instrument which sanctions Slavery ns 
well as Freedom. But if I could admit a proposition so in- 
congruous with the letter and spirit of the Federal Consti- 
tution, and the known sentiments of its illustrious found- 
ers, and so should conclude that Slavery was national, I 
must still cherish the opinion that it is an evil ; and 
because it is a national one, I am the more firmly held and 
bound to prevent an increase of it, tending, as I think it 
manifestly does, to the weakening and ultimate over- 
throw of the Constitution itself, and therefore to the 
injury of all mankind. I know there have been States 
which have endured long; and achieved much, which 
tolerated Slavery ; but that was not the slavery of caste, 
like African Slavery. Such Slavery tends to nemoralize 
equally the subjected race and the superior oue. It has 
been the absence of such Slavery from Europe that has 
given her nations their superiority over other countries 
in that hemisphere. Slavery, wherever it exists, begets 
fear, and fear is the parent of weakness. What Is the 
secret of that eternal, sleepless anxiety in the legislative 
halls, and even at the firesides of the Slave States, al* 
ways asking new stipulations, new compromises and 
abrogation of compromises, new assumptions of power 
and abnegations of power, but fear? It is the apprehen- 
sion, that, even if safe now, they will not always or long 
be secure against some Invasion or some aggression from 
the Free States. What is the secret of the humiliating 
}ja t which proud old Spain is acting at this day, trem- 
bling between alarms of American intrusion into Cuba 
ou one side, and British dictation on the other, but the 
fact that she has cherished Slavery so long and still 
cherishes it, in the last of her American colonial posses- 
sions ? Thus far Kansas and Nebraska are safe, under 
the laws of 1820, against the introduction of this element 
of national debility and decline. The bill before us, as 
we are assured, contains a great principle, a glorious 
principle ; and yet that principle, when fully ascertained, 
proves to be nothing less than the subversion of that 
security not only within the Ten-itories of Kansas and 
Nebraska, but within all the other present and future 
Territories of the United States. Thus it is quite clear 
that it is not a principle alone that is involved, but that 
•hose who crowd this measure with so much zeal and ear- 
nestness must expect that either Freedom or Slavery 
shall gain something by it In those regions. The case, 
then, stands thus in Kansas and Nebraska: Freedom 
may lose, but certainly can gain nothing; while Slavery 
may gain, but as certainly can lose nothing. 
60 S&T oi 1 am conce.ned, the time for looking on the 



dark side has passed. I feel quite sure that Slavery at 
most can get nothing more than Kansas ; while Nebratt- 
ka — the wider northern region — will, under existing 
circumstances, escape, for the reason that its soil and 
cUmate are uncongenial with the staples of slave culture 
— rice, sugar, cotton, and tobacco. Moreover, since the 
public attention has been so well and so effectually 
directed toward the subject, I cherish a hope that 
Slavery may be prevented even from gaining a foothold 
in Kansas. Congress only gives consent, but it does not 
and cannot introduce Slavery there. Slavery will be 
embarrassed bv Its own overgrasping spirit. No one, I 
am sure, anticipates the possible reestablishment of tlie 
African Slave-trade. The tide of emigration to Kansas 
is therefore to be supplied there solely by the domestic 
fountain of slave production. But Slavery has also other 
regions besides Kansas to be filled from that fountaiu. 
There are all of New Mexico* and all of Utah already 
witliin the United i>tates ; and then. there is Cuba, that 
consumes slave labor aud life as fast as any one of the 
slaveholding States cau supply it; and besides thebe 
regions, there remains alt of Mexico down to the 
Isthmus. The stream of slave labor flowing fiom so 
small a fountain, and broken into several divergent 
channels will not cover so great a field ; and it Is rea- 
sonably to be hoped that the part of it nearest to the 
North Pole will be the last to be inundated. But African 
slave emigration is to compete with free emigration of 
white men, and the source of this latter tide is as ample 
as the civilization of the two entire continents. The 
honorable Senator from Delaware mentioned, as if it 
were a startling fact, that twenty thousand European 
immigrants arrived in New-York in one month. Sir, he 
has stated the fact with too much moderation. On my 
return to the capital a day or two ago, I met twelve 
thousand of these emigrants who had arrived in New- 
York on one morning, and who had thronged the 
churches on the following Sabbath, to return thanks for 
deliverance from the perils of the sea, and for their arrival 
in the land, not of Slavery but of Liberty. I also thank 
(iod for their escape, and for their coming. They arc 
now on their way westward, and the news of the passage 
of this bill, preceding them, will speed many of them 
toward Kansas and Nebraska. Such arrivals are not 
extraordinary — they occur almost every week ; and the 
immigration from Germany, from Great Britain, and 
from Norway, and from Sweden, during the European 
war, will rise to six or seven hundred thousand souls in 
a year. And with this tide is to be mingled one rapidly 
swelling fiom Asia and from the islands of the South 
.^eas. All the immigrants under this bill, as the House 
of Representatives overruling you have ordered, will be 
good, loyal, Liberty-loving, Slavery-fearing citizens. 
Come on, then, gentlemen of the Slave States. Since 
there is no escaping your challenge, I accept it in behalf 
of the cause of Freedom. We will engage in competition 
for the virgin soil of Kansas, and' God give the victory 
to the side which is stronger in numbers as it Lb in tight. 

There are, however, earnest advocates of this bill, who 
do not expect, and who, I suppose, do not desire, that 
Slavery shall gain possession of Nebraska. What do 
they expect to gain? The honorable Senator fiom 
Indiana CSlr. Pettit) says that by thus obliterating the 
Missouri Compromise restriction, they will gain a tabula 
rcusa^ on which the inhabitants of Kansas and Nebraska 
may write whatever they wilL This is the great princi- 
ple of the bill, as he underetands it. Well, what gain is 
there in that? Ton obliterate a Constitution of Free- 
dom. If they write a new constitution of freedom, can 
the new be better than the old ? If they write a Constitu- 
tion of Slavery, will it not be a worse one? I ask the 
honorable Senator that. But the honorable Senator says 
that the people of Nebraska will have the privilege of 
establishing Institutions for themselves. They have now 
the privilege of establishing free institutions. Is It a pri- 
vilege, then, to establish Slavery ? If so, what a mockery 
are all our Constitutions, which prevent the inhabitants 
from capriciously subverting free Institutions and estab- 
lishing institutions of Slavery ! Su:, it is a sophism, a sub- 
tlety, to talk of conferring upon a country, already secure 
in the blessings of Freedom, the power of self-destruction. 

What mankind everywhere want, is not the removal 
of the Constitutions of Freedom which they have, that 
they may make at their pleasure Constitutions of slavery 
or of Freedom, but the privilege of retaining Constitu- 
tions of Freedom when they already have them, and the 
removal of Constitutions of i^lavery when they have 
them, that they may establish Constitutions of Freedom 
in then: place. We hold on tenaciously to all existing 
Constitutions of Freedom. Who denounces any man for 
diligently adhering to such Constitutions? Who would 
dare to denounce any oue for disloyalty to our exlstiug 
; Constitutions, if Ihey we e Constitutions of Despotism aud 
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is less important in regard to Kansas and Nebraska than 
as a general one— a general principle applicable to all 
other present and future Territories of the United States. 
Do honorable sienators then indeed suppose they are 
establishing a principle at all? If so, I think they 
egregiously err, whether the principle is either good or 
bad, right or wrong. They are not establishing it, and 
cannot establish it in this way. You subvert one law 
capriciously, by making another law in Its place. That 
is all. Will your law have any more weight, authority, 
solemnity, or binding force on future Congresses, than 
the first had? You abrogate the law of youi predeces- 
son— others will have equal power and equal liberty to 
abrogate yours. You allow no barriers around the old 
lav, to protect it from abrogation. You erect none 
around your new law, to stay the hand of future innova- 
tors 

Sir, in saying that your new principle will not be 
established by this bill, I reason from obvious, clear, well 
settled principles of human nature. Slavery and Freedom 
are antagonistical elements in this country. The 
founders of the Constitution framed it with a knowledge 
of ttiat antagonism, and suffered it to continue, that it 
might work out its own ends. There is a commercial 
antagonism, an irreconcilable one, between the systems 
of free labor and slave labor. They have been at war 
with each other ever since the Government was estab- 
lished, and that war Is to continue forever. The contest, 
when it ripens between these two antagonistic elements, 
is to be settled somewhere ; it is to be settled in the seat 
of central power, in the Federal Les^lature. The Con- 
stitution makes it the duty of the central Government to 
determine questions, as often as they shall arise, in favor 
of one or the other party, and refers the decision of 
tnem to the majority of the votes in the two Houses of 
Congress. It will come back here, then, in spite of all 
the efforts to escape from it. 

This antagonism must end either In a separation of the 
antagonistic parties — the Slaveholding States and the 
Free States— or, secondly, in the complete establishment 
of the influence of the Slave power over the Free — or 
tlMe, on the other hand, in the establishment of the 
superior influence of Freedam over the Interests of 
Siitvery. It will not be terminated by a voluntary seces- 
sion of either party. Commercial interests bind the 
fibiave States and the Free States together in links of gold 
that are riveted with iron, and they cannot be broken by 
passion or by ambition. Either party wilt submit to the 
ascendency of the other, rather than yield the couiner- 
ciai advantages of this Union. Politioal t.es bind the 
Uiuon together— a common necessity, and not merely 
a common necessity, but the common interests of 
empire — of such empire as the world has never before 
seen. The control of the national power is the control 
of the great Western Continent ; and the control of tliis 
continent is to be, in a very few years, the coutroiling iu- 
fluence in the world. Who is there, North, that hates 
iilavery so much, or who. South, that hates emancipa- 
tion so Intensely, that he can attempt, with any hope of 
success, to break a Union thus forged and welded to- 
gether ? I have always heard, with equal pity and dis- 
gust, threats of disunion in the Free States, and similar 
threats in the Slaveholding States. I know that men 
may rave in the heat of passion, and under great politi- 
cal excitement ; but I know that when it comes to a ques- 
tion whether this Union shall stand, either with Freedom 
or with Slavery, the masses will uphold it, and it will 
'tand until some inherent vice in its Constitution, not yet 
Usclosed, shall cause its dissolution. Now, entertaining 
hese opinions, there are for me only two alternatives, 
Vis. : either to let Slavery gain unlimited sway, or so to 
exert what little power and influence I may have, as to 
secure, if I can, the ultimate predominance of Free- 
dom 

Sir, I have always said that I should not despond, 
even if ^is fearful measure should be effected : nor do i 
now despond. Although, reasoning from my present 
oonvictionp, I diould not have voted for the compromise 
of 1820, I have labored, in the very spirit of those who 
established it, to save the landmark of Freedom which it 
assigned. I have not spoken irreverently even of tlie 
compromise of 1850, which, as all men know, I opposed 
earnestly and with diligence. Nevertheless, I have al- 
ways preferred the compromises of the Constitution, and 
have wanted no others. I feared all others. This was a 
leading principle of the great statesman of the South, 
(Hr. Calhoun). Said he : 

"I see my way In the ConstituUon : I cannot in a com- 
promise. A compromise is but an act of Congress. It may be 
overruled at any time. It gWes us no security. But the Consti- 
tution is stable. It is a rock on which we can sisnd, and on 
which we can meet our friends from iho noa-slaveholdiug 



States. It Is a Arm aad stabls groond. on whioh we can I ot- 
ter stand in opposition to fanaticism than on the shifung sands 
of compromise. Let us be done wiih compromises. Let us 
go back and stand upon the Constitution." 

I stood upon this ground in 1860, defending Freedom 
upon it as Mr. Calhoun did in defending Slavery. I was 
overruled then, and I have waited since without propos- 
ing to abrogate any' compromises. 

It has been no proposition of mine to abrogate them 
now ; but the proposition has come from anottier quar- 
ter—from an adverse one. It is about to prevail. The 
shifting sands of compromise are passing from under my 
feet, and they are now, without agency of my own, talc- 
ing hold again on the rock of the Constitution. It shall 
be no fault of mine if they do not remain firm. This 
seems to me auspiciocts of better days and wiser legisla- 
tion. Through all the darkness and gloom of the pre- 
sent hour, bright stars are breaking, that inspire me with 
hope, ana excite me to perseverance. They show that 
the day ot compromiies has past forever, and that hence- 
forward ail great questions between Freedom and 
Slavery legitimately coming here — and none other can 
come— shall be decided, as they ought to be, upon their 
merits, by a fair exerc se of legislative power, and not by 
bargains of equivocal prudence, if not of doubtfitl 
morality. 

'Mr. Douglas closed the debate, reiterating 

aud enfurcing the views set forth io his Report 

already referred to ; and at last the TOte was 

taken, and the bill passed: Yeas, 87; Nays, 

H; as follows : 

Yeas— For the Kansas-Nebraska bill : 



Messrs. Adams, 


Hunter, 


AtchisoUi 


Johnson, 


Badger, 


Jones, of Iowa, 


Bayard, 


Jones, ofTenn., 


Beojamin, 


Mason, 


Brodhead, 


Morton, 


Brown, 


Norrls, 


Butler, 


Pettlt, 


Cass, 


Pratt, 


Clay, of Ala., 


Rusk, 


Dawson, 


Sebastian, 


Dixon, 


Shields, 


Dodge, of Iowa, 


Slidell, 


Douglas, 


Stuart, 


Evans, 


Thompson, of Ejr, 
Thomson, of N. X, 


Fitzpatrlck, 


Geyer, 


Toucey, 


Gwin, 


WeUer, 


WUliams-8T. 


.^ays— Against the said bill 


• 


Messrs. Bell, 


Houston, 


Chase, 


James, 


Dodge, of Wise, 


Seward, 


Fessenden, 


Smith, 


Fish, 


Sumner, 


Foot, 


Wade, 


Hamlin, 


Walker— U 



So the bill was passed, and its title deoliired 
to be '' An Act to organize the Territories of 
Nebraska and Kansas,^* and the Senate ad- 
jourued over to the Tuesday following. 

. in the House, a bill to organize the Territory 
of Nebraska had been noticed on the first day 
of the session, by Mr. John G. Miller, of Mo., 
who introduced it December 22d. 

Jan. 24th. — Mr. Giddings gave notice of a 
bill to organize said Territory. 

Jan. 8U. — Mr. Pringle, of N. Y., endeayored 
to liave the bill passed at the last session (leav- 
ing the Missouri Restriction intact), reported by 
the Gomriiittee on Territories ; but debate arose, 
and his resolution lay over. 

Jan. 31. — Mr. Richardpon, of 111., chairman 
of the Committee on Territories, reported a 
bill ** To organize the Territories of Nebraska 
and Kansas," which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. Richardson^ 8 bill was substantially Mr. 
Douglas's last bill, and was accompanied by no 
report. Mr. .'■SngUsh, of Ind., submitted the 
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viewfi of a minoritj of said Committee on Ter* 
ritoriea, proposing, without argument, the two 
following amendments : 

1. Amend the section defining the boundary 
oC Kansas, so as to make *^ the summit of the 
Kocky Mountains'* the western boundary of 
said Territory. 

2. Strike out of the 14th and 84th sections of 
said bill all after the words *' United States,'* 
and insert in each instance (the one relating to 
Kansas, and the other to Nebraska) as fol- 
lows: 

J^rotddsdf That nothing in thla act shall be lo con- 
strued as to prevent the people of said Territory, through 
the properly constitated legislative authority, from pass- 
ing such laws, in relation to the institution of SlaTery, as 
they may deem best adapted to their locality. And most 
conducive to their happiness and welfare ; and so much 
of any existing act of Congress as may conflict with the 
above right of the people to regulate their domestic 
institutions in their own way, be, and the same is here- 
by, repealed. 

This appears to have been an attempt to give 
practical etfeut to the doctrine of Squatter 
Sovereignty ; but it was not successful. 

May 8 h. — On motion of Mr. Richardson, the 
House — Yeas, 109 ; Nays, 88 — resolved itself 
into a Oommiitee of the Whole, and took up 
the bill (House No. 236) to organize the Terri- 
tories of Nebraska and Kansas, and discussed it 
— Mr. Olds, of Ohio, in the chair. 

On coming out of Committee, Mr. George W. 
Jones, of Tenn., moved that the rules be sus- 
pended 60 as to enable him to move the print- 
ing of Senate bill (No. 22, passed the Senate as 
aforesaid) and the amendment now pending to 
tiie House bill. No quorum voted — adjourned. 

May 9th. — This motion prevailed. After de- 
bate in Committee on the Kansas-Nebraska bill, 
tlie Committee found itself without a quorum, 
and thereupon rose and reported the fact to the 
House — only 106 Members were found to be 
present. After several fruitless attempts to ad- 
journ, a call was ordered and a quorum ob- 
tained, at 9 P.M. At lU, an adjournment pre- 
vailed. 

May loth. — Debate in Committee continued. 

May IKA.-j-Mr. Richardson moved that all 
debate in Committee close to-morrow at noon. 

Mr. English moved a call of the House : Re- 
fused ; Yeas, 88 ; Nays, 97. 

Mr. Mace moved that Mr. Riehardson^s mo- 
tion be laid on the table : Defeated. Yeas, 95 ; 
Nays 100. 

Mr. Edgerton, of Ohio, moved a call of the 
House. Refused : Yeas, 45 ; Nays, 80. 

The day was spent in what has come to bo 
called "Filibustering" — that is, the minority 
moving adjournments, calls bf the House, ask- 
ing to be excused from voting, taking appeals, 
etc., etc. In the midst of this, Mr. Richardson 
withdrew his original motion, and moved in- 
stead that the debate in Committee be closed 
ill five minutes after the House shall have re- 
sumed it. 

The hour of noon of the 12th having arrived, 
Messrs. Dean and Banks raised points of order 
as to the termination of the legislative day. 
The Speaker decided that the legislative day 
could only be terminated by the adjournment 
of the House, except by constitutional conclu- 
sion of the session. Mr. Banks appealed, but 
at length withdrew his appeal 



Finally, at 11} o^clock, p.m., of Friday, 12th, 
after a continuous sitting of thirty-six hours, 
the House, on motion of Mr. Richardson, ad- 
journed. 

May IZth. — The House sat but two hours, 
and effected nothing. 

May 1 6th. — Mr. Richardson withdrew his de- 
maud for the Previous Question on closing the 
debate, and moved instead that the debate 
close at noon on Friday the 19th instant. This 
he finally modified by substituting Saturday the 
20th ; and in this shape his motion prevailed by 
a two-thirds majority — Yeas, 137 ; Nays, 66— 
the following opponents of the bill voting for 
the motion, namely : 

Maikit.— Thomaa J. D. Fuller, Samuel Mayall— 2. 

Nkw-Hampshirc— Geo. W. Klttredge, Geo. W. Mov 
rison — 2. 

BlASSACHUsrrrs. — Nathaniel P. Banks, Jr. — 1. 

CoNNKCTiCDT. — Origen 8. Seymoui' — 1. 

New- YoKK.— Gilbert Dean, Charles Hughes~3. 

Pbmmstlvania. — Michael 0. Tiout — 1. 

Ohio— Alfred P. Edgerton, Harvey H. Johnson, An- 
drew Ellison, William D. Lindsley, Thomas Rlchey--^ 

Indiana.— Andrew J. Harlan, Daniel Mace — 2. 

Illinois.— John Wentworth — 1. 

Michigan —David A. Noble, Hestor L. Stevens— 2. 

Wisconsin.— John B. Macy — 1 

YiKoiNiA. — Johns. Millson — 1. 

Total— 21. 

Mr. Richardson, having thus got in his reso- 
lution to close the debate, put on the previous 
question again, and the House — Yeas, 118; 
Nays, 59 — agreed to close the debate on the 
20th. 

Debate having been closed, the opponents of 
the measure expected to defeat or cripple it by 
moving and taking a vote in Committee on 
various propositions of amendment, kindred to 
those moved and rejected in the Senate ; some 
of which it was believed a majority of the 
House would not choose ^or dare) to vote 
down; and, though the Lames of those voting 
on one side or the other in Committee of the 
Whole are not recorded, yet any proposition 
moved and rejected there, may be renewed ift 
the House after taking the bill out of commit- 
tee, and is no longer cut off by the Previous 
Question, as it formerly was. But, when the 
hour for closing debate in Committee had 
arrived, Mr. Alex. H. Stephens moved that </#« 
enacting claitse of the bill be stricken out ; which 
was carried by a rally of the friends of the 
bill, and of course cut off all amendments. The 
bill was thus reported to the House with its 
head off; when, after a long struggle, the 
House refused to agree to the report of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole — Yeas, (for agreeing) 97 ; 
Nays, 117 — bringing the House to a direct vote 
on the engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. Richardson now moved an amendment, 
which was a substitute for the whole bill, being 
substantially the Senate^s bill, with the clause 
admitting aliens, who have declared their in- 
tention to become citizens, to the right of suf- 
frage. He thereupon called the Previous Ques- 
tion, which the House sustained — Yeas, 116; 
Nays, 90 — when the House adopted his amend- 
ment — Yeas, 116 ; Nays, 96 — and proceeded to 
engross the bill — Yeas, 112; Nays, 99 — when 
he put on the Previous Question again, and 
passed the bill finally — Yeas, 113 ; Nays, 100— 
as follows : 
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Ykas— 113. 

from ths free states. 

Maimk.— Moses McDonald— 1. 

Nkw-Hampshiab — Harry Hibbard— 1. 

OoHNBOTicuT.— Colin M. IngersoU— 1. 
. YwauottT.—Ifane. MAasACHUBBTTS.— iir<m«. 

Rbodb Island.— iiron«. 

Nbw-Tobk. — Thomas W. Gumming, Francis B. Cat- 
ting, Peter Rowe, John J. Taylor, William M. Tweed, 
Hiram Walb ridge, William a Walker, Mike Walsh, Theo. 
R, Westbrook— 9. 

Pbhnstlvania.— Samuel A. Bridges, John L. Dawson, 
Thomas B. Florence, J. Clancy Jones, William H. Kurts, 
John McNair, Asa Packer, John Bobbins, Jr., Christian 
M. Straub, William H. Witte, Hendrick B. Wright— 11. 

Nbw-Jbrsbt— Samuel Lilly, George Vail- 2. 

Ohio.— David T. Disney, Frederick W. Green, Edson 
B. Olds, Wilson Shannon— 4. 

India va.— John G. Davis, Cyrus L. Dunham, Norman 
Bddy, William H. English, Thomas A. Hendricks, James 
H. Lane, Smith Miller— 7. 

Illinois.— James 0. Allen, Willis Allen, Wm. A. Rich- 
ardson— 8. 

MiCHiQ A K.— Samuel Clark, David Stuart— 2. 

Iowa.— Bernhart Henn— 1. 

Wisconsin.- i^(MW. 

Caufornia.— Milton 8. Latham, J. A. McDougall— 2. 
Total-44. 

FROM THS SLATE STATES. 

Dblattarb.- George R. Riddle— 1. 

Martland.— William T. Hamilton, Henry May, Jacob 
Shower, Joshua Yansant— 4. 

YiROiNiA.— Thomas H. Bayly, Thomas S. Bocock, John 
S. Caskie, Henry A. Edmundson, Charles J. Faulkner, 
William 0. Goode, Zedekiah Kidwell, John Letcher, 
Paulas Powell, William Smith, John F. Snodgrass— 11. 

North Carolina.— William S. Ashe, Burton Craige, 
Thomas L. Clingman, John Kerr, Thos. Ruffin, Henrv 
M.Shaw-6. ' 

Sooth Carolina.— William W. Boyce, President S. 
Brooks, James L. Orr— 8. 

Gboroia.— David J. Bailey, Elijah W. Chastain, Alfred 
H. Colquitt, Junius HiUyer, J)<wid A. Heese, Alex. H. 
Stephens— 6 

AhABkUA..—J^me9 AbereromH6t Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, James F. Dowdell, Sampson W. Harris, George S. 
Houston, PhiUp Phillips, William R. Smlth-7. 

Mississippi.— William 8. Barry, William Barksdale, 
Otho R. Singleton, Daniel B. Wright— 4. 

Louisiana.— William Dunbar, Roland Jones, John Per- 
kins, jr.— 8 

Kbntuckt.— John C. Breckinridge, James S. Ohris- 
mao, LeancUr M. Cox^ Clement S. UiU^ John M. EUiot, 
Bem^. £, Grey, William JPreeton^ Richard H. Stanton 
— ^. 

Tbnnbssbb.— William M. ChurchweU, George W. Jones, 
Charles Beady, Samuel A. Smith, Frederick P. Stanton. 
FeUiB Zollioqfe/'—Q. * 

Missouri.— Alfred W. Lamb, James J, Undley, Jolm 
G. MiUery Mordecai Oliver, John S. Phelps-^. 

Arkasnas.— Alfred B. Greenwood, Edwin A. Warren— 2. 

Florida.— Augustus B. Maxwell— 1. 

Tkxas.— Peter H. Bell, Geo. W. Smyth— 2. Total— 69. 

Total, Free and Slave States — 113. 
Nays — 100. 

FREE STATES. 

MAJiiK.—SamtMl p. Benson, E. Wilder Farl^, Tho- 
mas J. D. Fuller, Samuel Mayall, Israel Washburn, jr. 
—6, 

Nbw Hampsbirb.— George W. Kittredge, George W. 
Morrison — 2. 

Mabsachusbtts.— Nathaniel P. Banks, jr., Hamttel L. 
Crocker, Alrx. Db Witt, Edwa/rd IHcbtnson, J. Wiley 
gdmunda, Thomas D. Eliot, John Z. Goodrich, Charles 
W. Vpham, Samuel H. Walley, Tappan Wentnjoorth-^ 

Rhodk Island.— Thomas Davis, Benjamin B. Thurston 

CoNMBoncuT.— Nathan Belcher, James T. Pratt, Origen 
8. Seymour— 8 

Vbrmomt.— JofnM Meacham, AlvahSabin, Andrew 
Traey—S. 

Nbw YoHi^—ffenry EenneU, Bopis Carpenter, Gil- 
bert Dean, Caleb Lyon, Reuben E. Fenton. Thomas T. 
riagleir, George Hasting?, Solomon G. Ha/oen, Charles 
Uagiies» Daniel T. Jones, Orsamus B. Matteson^ Edtotn 



B. Morgan, William Murray, Andrew Oliver, Jared V. 
Peck, Rufus W. Peckharar Bishop Perkins, Benjamin 
Pringle, Bussell Sage, George A. Simmons, GjocidT 
Smh-h, Jobu Wheeler— 22. 

Nbw-Jbrsbt.— jlJatD. C. M. Pennington, Charles Skd- 
toii, Nathan T. Stratton— 8. 

Ps»it8YLVhmk.—JoSfphli. Chandler, Carlton B. Cur- 
tis, John Dick, Augustus Drum, William EcerlMrt^ 
James Gamble, Galuslia A. Grow, leaac E. Hiester^ 
Th<muis M. Howe, John MeOuilooh, Ifer Middleswarih, 
David Ritchde, Samuel L. JRiMseU, Micliael C. Trout— 
14. 

Omo.^Edviard Ball, L&wis D. Campbeli, Alfred P. 
Edgerton, Andrew Kilisun, JiittuuA H. 'GiouiNQS, ./l(Z^/'(m 
Harlan, Jolm Scott Harrison, II. H. Johnson. William 
D. Lindsey, M. H. Nichols, lh<mi»s Richey, WtlUam B. 
Sapp, Audrey/ Stuart, Joh/n L. Taylor, Edward Wadk 
—16. 

Indiana.— Andrew J. Harlan, Daniel Mace, iS(i«n««^ 
W. Parker— a. 

Illinois — James Enooo, Jesse 0. Norton, EHhu B. 
WasAbume, John Went worth, Biohard Yates— b. 

Michigan.— David A. Noble, Hestor L. Stevens— 2. 

W»(X>NSiii.—Beig amine. Euutman, Daniel Wells, jr»— 

lowA..—2fone. 

California.— J^(m€. Total— 91. 

southern states. 

ViKGiNiA.— John S. Millson—l. 

North Carolina.— jBicAardf C. Puryear, Slon ff. 
Bogers—2. 

Ti£ssKsaiiK.—Bobert M. Bugg. Willia/m CftUomEmer- 
son Etheridge, jVdthaniel G. Taylor—^ 

Louisiana.— Theodore G. Hunt— I. 

Missouri.— Thomas H. Benton— 1. 

Othkr Southkrn States.— ^otw. Total— 9. 

Total, Free and Slave States— 100. 
Absent, or not voting — 21. 

N. EsGLAND Statbs.— WHUam Appleton, of Mass.— L 
Nbw-Yokk.- 6^60. W. Clioee, James Maurice— 2. 

PBN.SSYLVANIA.— ^On.«. 

Nbw-Jbr8bt. — None. 

Ohio. — Georcre Bliss, Moses B. Gorwin — 2. 

Illinois.— Win. H. Bissell— 1. 

California.— A(w«. 

Indiana.— E»)eri BI. Chamberlain— 1. 

Michigan.— J^o»«. 

Iowa.— t/oAn P. Cook—\. 

Wisconsin.- Jolm B. Macy— 1. 

Total from Free States — 9. 

Maryland.— tlbA;i B. Franklin, Augustus B. SoUers 

Virginia.— Fayette McMullen— 1. 
North Carolina.— jya»«. 
Dblawarb.— ^0n«. 

South Carolina.— Wm. Aiken, Lawrence M. Keitt. 
John McQueen— 8. 
Gkorgia.— Wm. B. W. Dent, James L. Seward— 2. 
Alabama.— iVbn«. 
MississiPPL— Wiley P. Harris- 1. 
Kkktucky.— Linn Boyd, {%x>*:aiker,) Presl&y Ewing—%, 
hUssxmM.— Samuel Caruthere—\. 
ARKASSki.—None. Florida. — None. 
TsTA8.—Hone. Tknnusskb — None. 
hoviaiAjxjL.—None. 



Total from Slave States — 12. 

Whigs in Italics. Abolitionists In shall capitals. 
Democrats in Roman. 

May 23f/.— The bill being thus sent to the 
Senate (not as a Senate but as a House bill), 
was sent at once to the Committee of the Whole, 
and there briedj considered. 

3fay 24:th. — Mr. Pearce, of Maryland, moved 
to strike out the clause in section 6, which ex- 
tends the right of suffrage to 

those who shall have declared on oath their Inten- 
tion to become such, [cltiaens] and shall have taken aL 
oath to support the Constitution of the United States, and 
the provisions of ihis act. 

Negatived— Yeas : Bayard, Bell, Brodhead. 
Brown, Clayton, Pearce, and Thompson of 
Kentucky. Nays, 41. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed 
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for a third reading — Yeas, 85 ; Nays, 13, as 
follows ; 

Yeas — For Engrossing : 

I'tssrs. Atchison, Mo.. Mason, Ya,, 

BadgWy N. 0., Morton^ Fla., 

£en^a/mim. La., Morris, N. H., 

Brodt^ead, Pa., Pearce^ Md., 

Brown, Miss , Pettit, Ind., 

Butler, 8. C, ProW, Md., 

Cass, Mich., Rusk, Texas, 

Clay, Ala., Sebastian, Ark., 

Dawson^ Ga., Shields, 111., 

Douglas, 111., Slidell, La., 

Fitspatrick, Ala., Stuart, Mich., 

Gwiu, ChI., Thompson.^ Ey., 

Hunter, Ya., Thomson, N. J., 

Johnson, Ark., Toombs, Ga., 

Jones, Iowa, ^ Toucey, Ct., 

Jones^ Tenn., ' Weller, Gal., 
Mallory, f la., Williams, N. H., 

Wright, N. J.,— 8&. 

Kay8 — Against Engrossing : 

Messrs. Allen, R. I., Gillbtti, Gt, 

Bell., Tenn., Hamlin, Me., 

Gha8B, Ohio. James, R. I., 

Ci42yton^ Del., Seward., N. Y., 

Fish.., N. T., i^UMNsa, Mass , 

Foot, Yt., Wade, Ohio. 
Walker, Wis.— 18. 

Democrats in Roman ; Whigs in ItaMoB ; Free Demo- 
crats in Small Caps. 

The bill was then passed without further 
division, and, being approved by the President, 
became a law. The clause in the 14th section, 
which repealed the Missouri Compromise, with 
the Badger proviso^ is as follows : 

That the Constitution and all the laws of the United 
Stated which are not locally inapplicable, sliall have the 
same force and etfect within the said territory of Ne- 
braska, as elsewhere within the United States, except the 
eighth sectiop of the act preparatory to the admission of 
Missouri into the Union, approved March sixth, eighteen 
hundred and twenty, which being inconsistent with the 
principles of non-intervention by Congress with Slavery 
ill the States and Territories, as recognised by the-legisla- 
tiou of eigliteen hundred and fifty, commonly called the 
Compromise Measures, is hereby declared inoperative 
and void ; it being the true intent and meaning of this 
act not to legislate Slavery into any Territory or State, 
nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people there- 
of perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic in- 
stitutions in their own way, subject only to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States ; Provided., That nothing here- 
in contained shall be construed to revive or put in force 
any law or regulation which may have existed prior to 
the act of sixth of March, eighteen hundred and twenty, 
eilher protecting, establisliing, prohibiting or abolisiiiug 
Ulavery. 

Dec. 3, 1855.— The XXXIVth Ck>ngres8 con- 
vened at the Capitol, in Washington.— Jesse D. 
Bright, of Ind., holding over as President pro 
tempore of the Senate, in place of Vice-Presi- 
dent William R. King, of Alabama, deceased. 
A quorum of either House was found to be 
present. 

But the House found itself unable to organize 
by the choice of a Speaker, until after an un- 
precedented struggle of nine weeks' duration 
Finally, on Saturday, Feb. 20, 1856, the plu- 
rality-rule was adopted — Yeas, 113 ; Nays, 104 
— and the House proceeded under it to its oiie 
hundred and thirty-third ballot for speaker, 
when Nathaniel P. Banks, jr. (anti-Nebraska) 
of Massachusetts, was chosen, having 103 
▼otes to H>0, for William Aiken, of South Caro- 
lina. Eleven votes scattered on other persons 
did not count against a choice. It was there- 
fore resolved— Yeas, 166 ; Nays, 40— that Mr. 
Dunks was duly elected Speaker. ^ 

But, during the pendency of this election, the 
President had transmitted to both Houses, first 



(Dec. 81st) his Annual Message, and next (Jan. 
24th) a special message with regard to the con- 
dition of Kansas, in which he thus alludes to 
those who think Slavery not the best institution 
to make a prosperous and happy State, and to 
those who opposed the repeal of the Missouri 
restriction : 

This interference, in so far as concerns its primary 
causes and its immediate commencement, was one of tiie 
incidents of that pernicious agitation on the subject of 
ttie condition of tlie colored persons held to service in 
some of the States, which has so long disturbed the re- 
pose of our country, and excited individuals, otherwise 
patriotic and law-abiding, to toil with misdirected zeal 
in the attempt to propagate their social theories by tlie 
perversion and abuse of the powers of Congress. 

The persons and parties wliom the tenur of the act 
to organise the Territories of Nebraslta and Kansas 
thwarted in the endeavor to impose, through the agency 
of Congress, their particular views of social organiaa- 
tion on the people of tlie future new States, now per- 
ceiving that the policy of leaving the inhabitants of each 
State to judge for themselves in Uiis respect was ineradi- 
cably rooted in the convictions of ttie people of the 
Union, then had recourse, in the pursuit of their general 
object, to the extraordinary measure of propagandist 
coiuuizaiion of the Territory of Kansas, to prevent the 
free and natural action of its inhabitants in its internal 
urgHnization and thus to anticipate or to force the deter- 
mination of that question in tliis inchoate State. 

The President makes the following refer- 
ence to the action of the people of Kansas, 
who, claiming the right '' peaceably to assetn- 
ble and petition for a redress of grievances,^* 
did so assemble, and sent a petition to Con- 
gress, to permit them to form a State Govern- 
ment, with the Constitution submitted : 

Following upon this movement was anothec and 
more important one of the same general character. 
Persons cunfessediy not constituting the body politic, or 
ail the iiihabitat)t:<, but merely a party of the inhabitants, 
and without law, liave undertaken to summon a conven- 
tion for the purpose of transforming the Territory into a 
State, and have framed a constitution, adopted it, and 
under it elected a governor and other officers, and a 
representative to Cougress. 

March 12. — In Senate, Mr. Douglas, of Illi- 
nois, from the Committee on Territories, made 
a report on matters relating to Kansas affairs, 
in which he says : 

The act of Congress for the organization o the Ter- 
ritories of Kansas and Nebraslca, was designed to con- 
form to the spirit and letter of the Federal Constitution, 
by preserving and maintaining the fundamental principle 
of equality among ail the States of the Union, notwith- 
titanding the restriction contained in the 8th section of 
the act of March 6, 1820, (preparatory to the admission 
of Missouri into the Union,) which assumed to deny to 
the people forever the rigiit to settle the question oi 
Slavery for themselves, provided they should hialte their 
homes and organize States north of thirty-six degrees 
and thirty minutes north latitude. Conforming to the 
cardmal principles of State equality and self-govern- 
ment, in obedience to the Constitution, the Kansas- 
Nebraska act declared, in the precise language of the 
Compromise Measures uf 1860, that, '* when admitted as 
a State, the said Territory, or any portion of the same, 
shall be received into the Union, with or without Slavery, 
as their constitutions may prescribe at the time of their 
admission." 

He then refers to the formation of the " Emi- 
grant Aid Company,"* which had been organ- 
ized on the principle of " State equality " by 
the people of Massachusetts. This proceeding 
he calls *' a perversion of the plain provisions " 
of the Kansas-Nebraska Act — that the only 

• " The Emigrant Aid Company," with five millions dollars, 
to which Mr. Douglas alludes, and from the existence of which 
he makes a special plea for the Border Bufilans, was 
never organized: See Report of Special Committee of Con- 
gress, (page loa) 
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kind of lawful emigration wm ** Bach as has 
filled up our new States and Territories, when 
each individual has gone on hia own account, 
to improve his condition and that of his 
family." The report then states that the peo- 
ple of Missouri were greatly alarmed at the 
rapid fillii)<r up of Kansas by people opposed to 
Slavery — that this might endanger the exist- 
ence of Slavery in Missouri — and that, as the 
people of Missouri had a right to defend their 
own institutions, they might properly resist the 
formation of an Anti-Slavery State in their 
neighborhood. The report continues : 

For the successful prosecutioD of such a scheme, the BUs- 
sourlaos who lived in the iinmediate vicinity possessed pe- 
culiar advantages over theU* rivals flrom the more remote 
portions of the Union. Each family could send one of its 
members across the line to mark out his claim, erect a 
cabin, and put in a small crop, sufficient to give him as 
valid a right to be deemed an actual settler and qualified 
voter as those who were beine imported by the Emigrant 
Aid Societies. In an unoccupied Territory, where the lands 
have not been surveyed, and where there were no marks 
or lines to indicate the boundaries of sections and quarter- 
sections, and where no legal title could be had until after 
the surveys should be made, disputes, quarrels, violence, 
and bloodshed might have been expected as the natural 
and inevitable consequences of such extraordinary systems 
of emigration, which divided and arrayed the settlers into 
two great hostile parties, each having an inducement to 
claim more than was his right, in order to hold it for some 
new-comer of his own party, and at the same time prevent 
persons belonging to the opposite party from settling in the 
neighborhood. As a result of this state of things, the 
great mass of emigrants fl'om the northwest and from 
other States who went there on their own account, with no 
other object, and influenced by no other modves than to 
Improve their condition and secure good homes for their 
familiQp, were compelled to array themselves under the 
banner of one of these hostile parties, in order to insure pro- 
tection to themselves and their claims against ttie aggress- 
ions and violence of the other. 

On the 29th of November, 1854, the first elec- 
tion in the Territory was held for a delegate to 
Congress. This was a very short time after the 
arrival of the Free State emigrants in suffi- 
cient bodies to protect themselves. Ac this 
flection, according to the returns, J. W. Whit- 
field had received 2,268 votes; other persons, 
676. Whitfield, of course, received the Gover- 
nor's certificate, but great dissatisfaction was 
expressed by the Free State settlers, charging 
that many of the votes received by Whitfield 



were given by men 



living in 



Missouri ; and it 



afterward appeared that at the time of the first 
election there were but 1,114 legal voters in the 
Territory. Nevertheless, the report continues : 

Certain It Is, that there could not have been a system of 
fraud and violence such as has been charged by the agents 
and supporters of the emigrant aid societies, unless the 
Governor and judges of election were parties to it ; and 
your committee are not prepared to assume & fact so dis- 
reputable to them, and so Improbable upon the state of 
facts presented, without specific charges and direct proof. 
In the absence of all proof and probable truth, the charge 
that the Mlssourians had invaded the Territory and con- 
trolled the congression^U election by fraud and violence 
was circulated throughout the Free States, and made the 
basis of the ir.ost inflammatory appeals to all men opposed 
to the principles of the Kansas-Nebraska act to emigrate 
or send emigrants to Kansas, for the purpose of repelling 
the invaders, and assisting their friends who were then in 
the Territory in putting down the slave-power, and prohi- 
biting Slavery in Kansas, with the viefr of making it a 
Free State. Exaggerated accounts of the large number 
of emigrants on their way under the auspices of the emi- 
grant aid companies, with the view of controlling the elec- 
tion for members of the Territorial Legislature, which was 
to take place on the 80th of Blarch, 1865, were published 
and circulated. These accounts, being republished and be- 
lieved in Missouri, where the excitement had already been 
inflamed to a fearful intensity, induced a corresponding 



effort to send at least an equal number, to coonteraot tha 
apprehended result of the new importation. 

The report then gives a history of the Legisla- 
ture elected March :^Oth, 1866, its removal from 
Pawnee City to the Shawnee Mission, its subse- 
quent quarrel with Gov. Reeder, and continues : 

A few days after. Governor Reeder dissolved Ms offidal 
relations with the legislature, on account of the removal 
of the seat of government, and while that body was still 
in session, a meeting was called by " many voters," to as- 
semble at Lawrence, on the 14tii or 16ih of August, 1S65, 
" to take into condderation the propriety of calling a Ter- 
ritorial Ck>nvention, preliminary to the formation of a State 
Government, and other subjects of public interest." At 
that meeting, the following preamble and resolutions were 
adopted with but one dissenting voice : 

'' Whereofi, the people of KatiRas Territory have been pincft 
the SRttlBmunt, and now are, without any law-making power ; 
tbert'fore 

" Be it r^mtred. That we, the people of Kanssii Territory, In 
mass mf-e iiiir Aiisemblnd, trrespecCive of party di?'ljicf:ons,ln- 
fiiiencpd )>y a common necessity, aud greatly deairoiiK of pro- 
moting the common good, do hereby call upon and reqnpM all 
/ioiut ^de citizenR of Kansas Territory, of whatever political 
views and preaiieciions, to consult together In their respective 
Klpction di»tri(-tR. and in mass convention or otherwise, elect 
three delegates for each representative in the legislative as- 
sembly, by proclamation of Governor Reeder of date lOth 
March, 18M : said delKgatea to araembly in convention at the 
town of Top*'ka, on the 19th day of September, 186fi, then and 
th^ire to eonflid<T and determine upon all subjects of public in- 
terest, and particularly upon that having reference to the 
speedy formation of a State Constitution, with an intention ot 
an immediate application to be admitted as a State into tho 
Union of the United States of America." 

This meeting, so far as your Committee have been able 
to ascertain, was the first step in that series of proceedings 
which resulted in the adoption of a Constitution and State 
Government, to be put in operation on the 4th of the pre- 
sent mdnth, in subversion of the Territorial Government 
established under the authority of Congress. The right to 
set up the State Government in defiance of the constitu- 
ted authorities of the Territory, is based on the assamptioo 
" that the people of Kansas Territory have been since Its 
settlement, and now are, witliout any law-making power;" 
in the face of the well-known fact, that the Territorial Le- 
gislature was then in session, in pursuance of the pro- 
clamation of Governor Reeuer, and the organic law of Um 
Territory. 

The report then proceeds to narrate the cir 

cnmstauces attendintr the formation of a State 

Government in Michigan, Arkansas, Florida and 

California, and states that ** in every instance 

the proceeding has originated with, and been 

conducted in subordination to, the authority of 

the local governments established or reco«cnized 

by the Government of the United States" It 

then refers to the case of the effort to change 

the organic law, made in Rhode Island some 

years ago, from which it says the " insurgents** 

(as the Free-State party in Kansas is called) 

**can derive no aid or comfort.** 

concludes the 



The following concludes the Report ; the 

words in Italics below perhaps explain in what 

sense the people of a Territory are **perfectly free 

to form their own institutions, in their own way :" 

Without deeming it necessary to express any opinion on 
this occasion, in reference to the merits of that contro- 
versy, rrefernng to Rhode Island,] it is evident thai the 
principles upon which it was conducted are not involved 
in the revolutionary struggle now going on in Kansas; for 
the reason, that the sovereignty of a Territory remain* 
in abeyance^ twtpended in the United States^ in truBt 
for the people, until theynhall be admitted into the 
Union as a State. Tn the meantime, they are enUUed 
to efi0oy a*id emereiee all the privileges o/nd riqhU of 
eeU'-aovemntejU^ in subordination to the Conetitutum 
Of the United States, and in obedience to their organic 
hiie passed by Congress in pursttance of thai instrth" 
meni. These rights and privileges are all derived firom 
the Constitution, through the act of Congress, and must be 
exercised and enjoyed in subjection to all the limitatione 
and restrictions which that Constitution imposes. Hence, 
it is clear that the people of the Territory have no Inherent 
sovereign right, under the Constitution of the United States, 
to annul the laws and resist the authority of the Territorial 
government which Congress has established in obedience 
to the Constitution. 
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In trsclng, step by step, the origin and history of these ' 
Kansas difficulties, your Committee have been profoundly 
impressed with tne significant fact, that each one has re- 
sulted from an attempt to violate or circumvent the prin- 
ciples and provisions of the act of Congress for the organ- 
isation of Kansas and Nebraska. The leading idea and 
fundamental principle of the Kamas-Nebraska act, as ex- 
pressed in the law Itself, was to leave the cbctual eet- 
tiers and I>ona;/ide inhaldtante of each Territory 
^ perfectly free to form and regmaie their domestic 
institutions in their oton way, suMect only to the Con- 
etituUonof the United States.'' While tliis is declared 
to be the " true intent and meaning of the act," those 
who were opposed to allowing the people of the Territory, 
preparatory to their admission into the Union as a State, 
to decide the Slavery question for themselves, falling to 
acoompUsh their purpose in the halls of Congress, and un- 
der the authority of the Constitution, immediately resorted, 
in their respective States, to unusual and extraordinary 
means to control the political destinies and shape the do- 
mestic institutions of Kansas, in defiance of the wishes, 
and regardless of the rights, of the people of that Terri- 
tory, as guaranteed by their organic law. Combinations, 
in one section of the Union, to stimulate an unnatural and 
false system of emigration, with the view of controlling 
the elections, and forcing the domestic institutions of the 
Territory to assimilate to those of the non-slaveholding 
States, were followed, as might have been foreseen, by the 
uae of similar means in the slaveholding States, to pro- 
duce directly the opposite result. To these causes, and to 
Ihese alone, in the opinion of your Committee, may be 
traced the origin and progress of all the controversies and 
disturbances with which Kansas is now convulsed. 

If these unfortunate troubles have resulted, as natural 
consequences, from unauthorized and improper schemes 
of foreign interference with the internal affairs and domes- 
tic concerns of the Territory, it is apparent tliat tlie remedy 
must be sought in a strict adherence to the principles and 
rigid enforcement of the provisions of the organic law. 
In this connection, your Committee feel sincere satisfaction 
in commending the messages and proclamation of the Pre- 
sident of the United States, in which we have the gratify- 
ing assurance that the supremacy of the laws will be main- 
tamed ; that rebellion will be crushed ; tliat insurrec- 
tion will be suppressed ; that aggressive intrusion for the 
purpose of deciding elections, or any other purpose, will 
be repelled ; that unauthorized intermeddling in the local 
concerns of the Territory, both from adjoining and distant 
States, will be prevented ; that the federal and local laws 
will be vindicated against all attempts at organized resist- 
ance ; and that the people of the Territory will be pro- 
tected in the establishment of their own institutions, undis- 
turbed by encroachments from without, and in the full en- 
joyment of the rights of self-government assured to them 
by the Constitution and the organic law. 

In view of these assurances, given under the conviction 
that the existing laws confer all the authority necessary to 
the performance of these important duties, and that the 
whole available force of the United States will be exerted 
to the extent required for their performance, your Com- 
mittee repose in entire confidence that peace, and security, 
and law, will prevail in Kansas. If any further evidence 
were necessary to prove that all the collisions and difficul- 
ties in Kansas have been produced by the schemes of for- 
eign interference which have been developed in this re- 
port, in violation of the principles and in. evasion of the 
provisions of the Kansas-Nebraska act, it may be found in 
the fact that in Nebraska, to which the emigrant-aid socie- 
ties did not extend their operations, and into which the 
stream of emigration was permitted to flow in its usual 
and natural channels, nothing has occurred to disturb the 
peace and harmony of the Territory, while the pidnciple of 
self-government, in obedience to the Constitution, has had 
fair play, and is quietly working out its legitimate results. 
It now only remains for your Committee to respond to 
the two specmc recommendations of the President, in liis 
special message. They are as follows : 

^' This, it seems to me, can be best accompllRlied by provld- 
irig that, when the inhabitants of Kaiistis may desire it, and 
shall be of sufficient numbers to oousUtute a Slate, a conven- 
tion of delegates, duly elected by the qualified voters, shall 
aHi^emble to frame a Constitution, and thus prepare, through 
rHgular and lawful means, for its admission into the Union as 
a ^ate. I respectfully recommend the enactment of a law to 
that effect 

" I recommend, also, that a special appropriation be made 
to defray any expense which may become requisite in the 
execution of the laws, or the maintenance of public order ia 
the Territory of Kansas." 

In compliance with the first recommendation, your Com* 
mittee ask leave to report a bill authorizing the Le^latore 
of the Territory to provide by law for the election of dele- 
gates by the people, and the assembling of a Convention 
te forma Constitution and State Qovemment preparatory 



to their admission into the Unbn on an equal footing with 
the original States, so soon as it shall appear, by a censoi. 
to be taken under the direction of the Governor, by tlie 
authority of the Legislature, that the Territory contains 
ninety-three thousand, four hundred and twenty inhabi- 
tants—that being the number required by the present ratio 
of representation for a member of Congress. 

In compliance with the other recommendation, your 
Committee propose to offer to the appropriation bill an 
amendment appropriating such sum as shall be foimd ne- 
cessary, by the estimates to be obtained, for the purpose 
indicated in the recommendation of the President 

All of which is respectfully submitted to the Senate by 
your Conunittee. 

Mr. Collamer, of Vermont, the Republican 
member of same Committee, gubmitted a mi- 
nority report, in which he says : 

Thirteen of the present prosperous States of this Union 
passed through the period of apprenticeship or pupilage 
of territorial training, under the guardianship of Congress, 
preparatory to assuming their proud rank of manhood 
as sovereign and independent States. This period of 
their pupilage was, in every case, a period of the good offi- 
ces of parent and child, in the kind relationship sustained 
between the National and the Temtorial Government, 
and may be remembered with feelings of gratitude and 
pride. We have fallen on different times. A territory of 
oiu: government is now convulsed with violence and dis- 
cord, and tlie whole family of our nation is in a state of 
excitement and anxiety. The National Executive power 
is put in motion, the army in requisition, and Congress is 
invoked for interference. 

In this case, as in all others of difficulty, it becomes ne- 
cessary to inquh'e what is the true cause of existing trou- 
ble, in order to apply effectual <!ure. It is but a temporary 
palliative to deal with the external and more obvious mani- 
festations and developments, while the real, procuring 
cause lies unattended to, and uncorrected, and unre- 

moved. . 

It is said that organized opposition to law exists m Kan- 
sas. That, if existing, may probably be suppressed by the 
President, by the use of the army , and so, too, may inva- 
sions by armed bodies from Missouri, if the Executive be 
sincere in its efforts ; but when this is done, while the causf 
of trouble remains, the results will continue with renewei 
and increased developments of danger. 

Let us, then, look fairly and undisguisedly at this sub- 
ject, in its true character and history. Wherein does this 
Kansas Territory differ from all our other Territories which 
have been so peacefully and successfully carried through, 
and been developed into the manhood of independent 
States? Can that difference account for existing trou- 
bles ? Can that difference, as a cause of trouble, be. re- 
moved ? ^ „ 

The first and great point of difference between the Ter- 
ritorial government of Kansas and that of the thirteen 
Territorial governments before mentioned, consists in the 
subject of Slavery— the undoubted cause of present 
trouble. 

The action of Congress in relation to all these thirteen 
TerritoHes was condv^ted on a unijorm and prudent 
principle, to toit: To settle, by a clear provision, t/M 
law in relation to the svhieci of Slavery to he opera- 
tive in the Territory, while it remained svkch; not 
leaving it in any one of those cases to be a subject of con- 
troversy within the same, while in the plastic gristle of its 
youth. This was done by Congress in the exercise of the 
same power which molded the form of their organic laws, 
and appointed their executive and judiciary, and some- 
times their legislative officers ; it was the power provided 
hi the Constitution, in these words : " Congress shall have 
power to dispose of and make all needful niles and regu- 
lations respecting the territory or otJier property belong- 
ing to the United States." Settling the subject of Slavery 
while the countiy remained a Territory, was no higher ex- 
ercise of power in Congress, than the regulation of the func- 
tions of the territorial government, and actually appointhig 
its principal functionaries. This practice commenced with 
this National Government, and was continued, with unin- 
terrupted uniformity, for more than si^ty years. This 
practical contemporaneous construction of Uie constitu- 
tional power of this government is too clear to leave 
room for doubt, or opportunity for skepticism. The peace, 
prosperity, and success which attended this course, and 
the results which have ensued, in the formation and ad- 
ndssion of the thirteen States therefrom, are most conclu- 
sive and satisfactory evidence, also, of the wisdom and 
prudence with which this power was exercised. Deluded 
must be that people who, in the pursuit of plausible theo- 
ries, become deaf to the Isssons, and blind to the resulta. 
of theh. own experience. 
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Let OS next inqnlre by what rule of unifnnnltjr GoDgress 
was goyerned, in the exercise of this power of determining 
the condition of each Territory as to Slavery, while remain- 
ing a Territory, as manifested in those thirteen instances. 
An examination of our history will show that this was not 
done from Ume to time by agitation and local or party 
triumphs in (Congress. The rule pursued was uniform and 
clear ; and, whoever may have lost by it, peace and pros- 
ptrity have been gained. That rule was this : 

Where Slavery was actually existing in a country to any 
uuniiiderable or general extent, it was (though somewhat 
mo<Utied us to further importation in some instances, as in 
Misdisfiippi and Orleans Territories) suffered to remain. 
Tiie fact that it had been talcen and existed there, was 
taken aii an indication of its adaptation and local utility. 
Where Slavery did not in fact exist to any appreciable ex- 
tent, tlie same was, by Congress, expressly prohibited ; so 
Uiat in either case the country was settled up without mAi- 
culty or doubt as to the character of its institutions. In no 
ia^tance was this difficult and disturbing subject left to tlie 
people who had and who might settle m tlie Territory, to 
be ttiere an everlasting bone of contention, so long as the 
Territorial government should continue. It was ever re- 
garded, too, as a subject in which the whole country hud 
an interest, and, therefore, improper for local legislation. 

Aud though, whenever the people of a Territory come to 
form tlieir own organic law, as an independent State, they 
would, either before or after tlieir admission as a State, 
form and mold their institutions, as a Sovereign State, in 
tlieir own way, yet it must be expected, and has always 
proved true, that the State has taken the character her 
puplLige has prepared her for, as well in respect to Slavery 
as in other respects. Hence, six of the thirteen States are 
Free States, because Slavery wus prohibited in them by 
Congress, while Territories, to wit: Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
Michigan, Wisconsin, and Iowa. Seven of the thirteen 
are slaveholding States, bgsause Shivery was allowed in 
tiiem by Congress wliile they were Territories, to wit : Ten- 
nessee. Alabama, Mississippi, Florida, Louisiana, Arkansas 
and Missouri. 

On tlie 6vb. of March, a.d. 1820, was passed by Con- 
gress the act preparatory to the admis^iou uf the S^ate of 
Missouri Into the Union. Much controversy and discus- 
Mon arose on the question whether a prohibition of 
Slavery within said State should be inserted, and it re- 
sulted in this : that said State should be admit led witliout 
such prohibition, but thut Slavery should ba forever pro- 
hibited in the rest or that country ceded to us by France 
lying north of 86" 80' north latitude, and it was so done, 
liiis contract is known as the Missouri Compromise. 
Uiider this arrangement, Missouri was admitted as a 
sUveholding State, the same having been a slaveholding 
Territory. Arkansas, south of the line, was formed into 
a Territory, and Slavery allowed therein, and afterward 
admitted as a slaveholding State. Iowa was made a 
Territory north of the line, and, under the operation of 
the Ihw, was settled up without slaves, and aduiitted as a 
free s>tute. The country now making the Territories of 
Kansas nnd Nebraska, in i82(), was almost or entirely 
uninhabited, and lay north of said line, and whatever 
eel tiers entered the same before 1554, did so under that 
law, forever forbidding Slavery therein. 

In 1854, Congress passed nn act establishing two new 
Territories — Nebraska and Kansas — in this region of 
country, where slavery had been prohibited for more 
than thirty years ; and, instead of leaving said law against 
Slavery in operation, or prohibiting or expressly allowing 
or establishing Slavery, Congress left the subject in said 
Territories, to be discussed, agitated, and legislated on, 
froui time to time, and the elections in said Territories to 
be conducted with reference to that subject, from year to 
year, so long as they should remain Territories; for, 
whatever laws might be passed by the Territorial legisla- 
tures on this subject, must be subject to change or repeal 
hy those of the succeeding years. In most former Terri- 
t'triul governments, it was provided by law that their 
laws Were subject to the revision of Congress, so that 
tliey would be made with caution. In these Territories, 
that WIS omitted. 

The provition in relation to Slavery In Nebraska and 
Kansas Is as follows : " The eighth section of the act pre- 
paratory to the admission of Missouri into the Union 
(which being inconsistent wtih ihe principle of non-inter- 
vention hy Congress with Slavery in the States and Ter- 
ritories, as required by the legislation of 1850, commonly 
called the Compromise Measures) is hereby declared 
inoperative and void; it being the true Intent and 
meauinK of this act not to legislate Slavery into said Ter- 
ritory or State, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave 
the people thereof perfectly free to form and regulate 
their domestic insiiiutlons lu Uieir own way, subject only 
to the Constitution of the United States : Provided^ 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed to 



revive or put in force any law or regulation which may 
have existed prior to the act of 6 March, 1820, eiUier pro- 
tecting, establishing, prohibiting, or abolishing Slavery." 
Thus it wiis promulgated to the people of this whole 
country tiiat here was a clear field for competition — an 
open course f*r the race of rivalship; the goal of which 
was, the ultimate establishment of a sovereign State ; and 
the prise, the reward of everlasting liberty and its institu- 
tions on the one hand, or the perpetuity of Slavery and 
its concomitants on the other. It is the obvious duty of 
this government, while this law continues, to see this 
manifesto faithfully, and honorably, and honestly per- 
formed, even though its particular supporters may see 
cause of a result unfavorable to their hopes. 

It is further to be observed that, in the performance of 
this novel experiment, it was provided that all white 
men who became inhabitants in Kansas were entitled to 
vote without r.et;ard to their time of residence^ usually 
provided in other Territories. Nor was this right of 
voting confined to Americau citizens, but included all 
such aliens as had declared, or would declare, on oatli, 
their intention to become ciiisens. Thus was the procla- 
mation to the world to become inhabitants of Kansas, and 
enlist in this great enterprise, by the force of numbers, 
by vote, to decide for it the great question. Was it to be 
expected that this great proclamation for the political 
tournament would be listened to with indifference and 
apathy ? Was it prepared and presented in that spirit ? 
Did it relHt« to a subject on which the people were cool 
or indifferf nt ? A large part of the people of this country 
look on domestic Mavery as " only evil, and that con- 
tinually,'* alike to master and to »lave, and to the com- 
munity ; to be left alone to the management or enjoy- 
ment of the people of the States where it exists, but not 
to be extended, more especially as it gives, or may give, 
political supremacy to a minority of the people of this 
country in the United States government. On the other 
hand, many of the people of another part of the United 
States regard Slavery, if not in the abstract a ble80ing,at 
least as now existing, a condition of society best for 
both white and black, while they exist together; while 
others regard it as no evil, but as the highest state < f 
social condition. These consider that they cannot, with 
safety to their interests, permit political ascendency to 
be largely in the hands of those unfriendly to this pecu- 
liar institution. From these confiictiug views, long aud 
violent has been the controversy, and experiepce seems 

to show it interminable 

A succinct statement of the exercise and progress of 
the material events in Kansas is this : After the passage 
of this law, establishing the Territory of Kansas, a large 
body of settlers rapidly entered Into said Territory with tk 
view to permanent inhabitancy therein. Most of thexe 
were from the Free States of the West and North, wh4 
probably intended by their votes and influence to estab* 
llsh there a Free State, agreeably to the law which invited 
them. Some part of those from the Northern States had 
been encouraged and aided in this enterprise by the 
Emigrant Aid Society formed In Massachusetts, which 
put forth some exertions In this laudable object, by open 
and public measures. In providing facilities for transpor- 
tation to all peaceable citicens who desired to become per- 
manent settlers in said Territory, and providing there- 
in hotels, mills, etc., for the public accommodation of that 
new country. 

The Governor of Kansas, having, in pursuance of law, 
divided the territory into districts, and procured a census 
thereof, issued his proclamation for the election of a 
Legislative Assembly therein, to take place on the 8<)th 
day of March, 1855, and dlrect«d how the same should 
be conducted, and the returns made to him agreeable to 
the law establliihing said Territory. On the day of election, 
large bodies of armfd men from the State of Missouri, 
appeared at the polls in most of the districts, and, by 
most violent and tumultuous carriage and demeanor, 
overawed the defenseless inhabitants, and by their own 
votes elected a large majority of the members of both 
Houses of said Assembly. On the returns of said elec- 
tion being made to the Governor, protests and objections 
were made to him In relation to a part of said districts ; 
and as to them, he set aside such, and such only, as by 
the returns appeared to be bad. In relation to others, 
covering, In ail, a majority of the two Houses, equally 
vicious in fact, but apparently good by formal returns, 
the inhabitants thereof, borne down by said violence and 
intimidation, scattered and discouraged, and laboripg 
under apprehensions of personal violence, refrained and 
desisted from presenting any protest to the Governor in 
relation thereto ; and he, then uninformed in relation 
thereto. Issued certificates to the members who appeared 
by said formal returns to have been elected. 

In relation to those districts which the Governor so set 
aside, orders v ire by him issued fur new elections, hx 
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j»ne of these districts, the same proceedings were repeated 
hj men from Missouri, and in others not, and certificates 
were Issued to the persons elected. 

This legislative assembly, so elected, assembled at Paw- 
nee, on the second day of July, 1655, that being the time 
and place for holding said meeting, as fixed by the Gov- 
ernor, by authority of law. On assembling, the said 
houses proceeded to set aside and reject those members 
so elected on said second election, except in the district 
wliere the men from Missouri had, at said election, chosen 
tiie same persons they had elected at the said first election, 
and they admitted all of the said flrst'Clected members. 

A legislative assembly, so created by military force, 
)>y a foreign invasion, in violation of the organic law, whs 
but a usurpation. No act of its own, no act or neglect of 
"tie Governor, could legalise or sanctify it. Its own 
decisions as to its own legality are like its laws, but tiie 
fruits of its own usurpation, which no Governor could 
legitimate 

T^e people of Kansas, thus Invaded, subdued, oppressed 
and insulted, seeing their Territorial Government (such 
ouly in form) perverted into an engine to crush ihera m 
the dust, and to defeat and destroy the professed object 
of their organic law, by depriving them of the ^^ perfect 
/reedom" therein provided ; and finding no ground to 
hope for rights in that organiiation, they proceeded, 
under the guaranty of the United States Constitution, 
** peaceably to assemble to petition the Government for 
the redress of (their) grievances." Tney saw no earttily 
source of relief but in the formation of a State Govern- 
ment by the people, and the acceptance and ratification 
thereof by Congress. 

It is true that, in several instances in our political his- 
tory, the people of a Territory have been authorized by 
an act of Congress to form a State Constitution, and, 
after so doing, were admitted by Congress. It is quite 
obvious that no such authority could be given by the act 
of tiie Territorial Government. That cleany has no 
power to create another Government, paramount to it- 
self. It is equally true that, in numerous invtunces in 
our history, the people of a Territory have, without any 
previous act of Congress, proceeded to call a Convention 
of the people by their delegates ; have formed a State Con- 
stitution, which has been adopted by the people, and a 
State Legislature assembled under it, and chosen l^enutors 
to Congress, and then have presented said Constitution 
to Congress, which has approved tlie same, and received 
the Senators and members of Congress who were chosen 
under it before Congress had approved the same. Such 
was the case of Tennessee ; such was the case of Miclii- 
gan, where the people not only formed a State Constitu- 
tion without an act of Congress, but they actually put 
their State Government into full operation and passed 
laws, and it was approved by Congress by receiving it as 
a State. The people of Florida formed their Constitutiou 
without any act of Congress therefor, six years before 
they were admitted into the Union. When the people of 
Arkansas were about forming a State Constitution with- 
out a previous act of Congress, in 1S85, the Territorial 
Governor applied to the President on the sut^ject, who 
referred the matter to the Attorney-General, and his 
opinion, as then expressed and published, contained tlie 
following : 

" It is not in the power of the general assembly of Arkansas 
to pass any law for the purpose of electing members to a Con- 
ventiou to form a Cousiliuiion and State government, nor to 
do any other act, directly or indirectly, to create such govern- 
ment. Every such law, even though It were approved by the 
governor of the Territory, would be null and void ; if passed 
by them notwithstanding his veto, by a vote of two-tiiirds of 
each branch, it would still be equaiUy void." 

He further decided that it was not rebellious, or insur- 
rectionary, or even unlawful, for the people peaceably to 
proceed, even without an act of Congress, in forming a 
Constitution, and in so forming a State Constitution and 
•o far organising under the same as to choose tiie 
officers necessary for its representation in Congress, 
with a view to present the same to Congress for ad- 
mission, was a power wldch fell clearly within the 
right of the people to assemble and petition for redress. 
Tlie people of Arkansas proceeded without an act of Con- 
gress, and were received into tlie Union accordingly. If 
any rights were derived to the people of Arkansas from 
the terms of the French treaty of cession, they equally 
extended to the people of Kansas, it being a part of tlie 
same cession. 

In this view of the subject, in the first part of August, 
18&5, a call was published in the public papers, for a 
meeting of the citisens of Kansas, irrespective of party, to 
meet at Lawrence, in said Territory, on the 15th of said 
August, to take into consideration the propriety of call- 
ing a CdiVention of the people of the whole Territory, to 
consider that subject. That meeting was held on the 15tlt 
4ay of August last, and it proceeded to call such Conven- 



tion of delegates to be elected, and to assemble at Topeka 
in said Territory, on the 19th day of September, 1856, not 
to form a Constitution, but to consider the propriety of 
calling, formally, a Convention for that purpose. 

Delegates were elected agreeably to the proclamatioa 
so issued, and they met at Topeka on the fourth Tues- 
day in October, 1856, and formed a constitution, which 
was submitted to the people, and was ratified by them 
by vote in the districts. An election of S ate officers 
and members of the State legislature has been had, and 
a representative to Congress elected, and it is intended 
to proceed to the election of senators, with the view to 
present the same, with the constitution, to Congress for 
admission into the Union. 

Whatever views individuals may at times, or in meet- 
ings, have expressed, and whatever ultimate determina- 
tion may have been entertained in the result of being 
spurned by Congress, and refused redress, is now en- 
tirely immateriaC That cannot condemn or give char- 
acter to the proceedings thus far pursued. 

Many have honestly believed usurpation could make 
no law, and that if Congress made no further provisions 
they were well justified in forming a law for themselves ; 
but it is not now necessary to consider that matter, as 
it is to be hoped that Congress will not leave them to 
such a necessity. 

Thus far, this effort of the people for redress is peace- 
ful, constitutional, and right. W hether it will succeed, 
rests with Congress to determine ; but clear it is that it 
should not be met and denounced as revolutionary, 
rebellious, insurrectionary, or unlawful, nor does it call 
for or Justify the exercise of any force by any depart* 
ment of this government to check or control it. 

It now becomes proper to inquire what should be 
done by Congress ; for we are informed by the Presi- 
dent, in substance, that he has no power to correct a 
usurpation, and that the laws, even though made by 
usurped authority, must be by him enforced and ex- 
ecuted, even with military force. The measures of 
redress should be applied to the true cause of the diffi- 
culty. This obviously lies in the lepeal of the clause 
for freedom in the act of 1820, and therefore, the true 
remedy lies in the entire repeal of the act of 1854, which 
effected it. Let this be done with frankness and mag- 
nanimity, and Kansas be organized anew as a Free Ter- 
ritory, and all will be put right. 

liut, if Congress insist on pioceedlng with the experi- 
ment, then declare all the action by tliis spuiious, 
foreign legislative assembly utterly inoperative and void, 
and direct a reorganization, providing proper safeguards 
for legal voting and against foreign force. 

There is, however, another way to put an end to all 
this trouble there, and in the nation, without retracing 
steps or continuing violence, or by force compelling 
obedience to tyrannical laws made by foreign force ; 
and that is, by admitting that Territory as a titate, with 
her free constitution. True, indeed, her numbers are 
not such as give her a right to demand admission, be- 
ing, as the President informs us, probably only about 
twenty -five thousand. The Constitution fixes no num- 
ber as necessary, and the importance of now settling 
this question may well justify Congress in admitting her 
as a State, at this time^ especially as we have good rea- 
son to believe that, if admitted as a State, and contro- 
versy ended, it will immediately fill up with a numer- 
ous and successful population. 

At any rate, it seems impossible to believe that Con- 
gress is to leave that people without redress, to have 
enforced upon them by the army of the nation these 
measures and laws of violence and oppression. Are 
they to be dragooned into submission ; Is that an ex- 
periment pleasant to execute on our own free people ? 

The true character of this transaction is matter of ex- 
tensive notoriety. Its essential features are too obvious 
to allow of any successful disguise or palliation, however 
complicated or ingenious may be the statements, or 
however special tlie pleadings, for that purpose. The 
case requires some quieting, kind and prudent treat- 
ment by the hand of Congress to do justice and satisfy 
the nation. The people of this country are peacefully 
relying on Congress to provide the competent measures 
of redress which they have the undoubted power to ad- 
minister. 

The Attorney-General, in the case of Arkansas, says : 
*' Congress may at pleasure repeal or modify the laws 
passed by the Territorial Legislature, and may at any 
time abrogate and remodel the legislature itself, and all 
the other departments of the Territorial Government." 

Treating this grievance in Kansas with ingenious ex- 
cuses, with neglect or contempt, or riding over the 
oppressed with an army, and dragooning them Into sub- 
mission, will make no satisfactory termination. Party 
success may at times be temporarily secured by adroit 
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defices, plaasible pretenses, fttid pttrtisan addreM; bat 
tli« permanent preservation of this Union ean be main- 
teined only by frankness and integrity. Justice may be 
denied where it ought to be granted ; power may perpe< 
luate that rassalage which violence and usurpation have 
produced; the subjugation of white Areemen may be 
necessary, that Aftican Slavery may succeed ; but such 
a course must not be expected to produce peace and 
satisfaction in our country, So long as the people retain 
any proper sentiment of Justice, libdrtyy and law. 

J. QOLUiUKR. 

The majority and minority Reports being re- 
ceived, yarious matters relating to Kansas were 
debated until the 19th of March, the House 
i^as brought to a vote on the proposition of 
the committee of elections to empower said 
eommiltee to send to Kansas for persons and 
papers, which was modified on motion of Mr. 
bunn, of Ind., so as to raise a special committee 
of three members, to be appointed by the 
Speaker. The resolutions raising this com- 
mittee gave it ample powers 

To inquire into and collect evidence in regard to 
tbe troubles in Kansas generally, and particularly in 
regard to any fraud or force attempted or practiced in 
reference to any of the elections which have taken 
place in said Territory, either under the law organizing 
said Territory, or under any pretended law which may 
be alleged to have taken effect there since. That they 
shall fully investigate and take proof of all violent and 
tumultuous proceed. ngs in said Territory, at any time 
since the passage of the Kansas Nebraska act, whether 
engaged in by the residents of sidd Territory, or by any 
person or persons from elsewhere going into said Terri- 
tory, and doing, or encouraging others to do, any act of 
violence or public disturbance against the laws of the 
United States, or the rights, peace, and safety of the 
residents of said Te.ritory ; and for that purpose, said 
Committt-e shall have full power to send for, and ex- 
tmine, and take copies of, all such papers, public re- 
cords, and proceedings, as in their Judgment will be use- 
ful in the premises; and also, to send for persons and 
examine them on oath, or affirmation, as to matters 
within their knowledge, touching the matters of said in- 
vestigation; and said Committee, by their chairman, shall 
have power to administer all necessary oaths or affirma* 
tions connected with their aforesaid duties. That said 
Committee may hold their investigations at such places 
and times as to them may seem advisable, and that they 
have leave of absence from the duties of this House until 
they shall have completed such investigation. That they 
be authorized to employ one or more clerks, and one or 
more assistant sergeants-at-arms, to aid them in their 
investigation ; and may administer to them an oath, or 
affirmation, faithfully to perform tho duties assigned to 
them, rei*pectively, and to keep secret all matters 
which may come to their knowledge touching such in- 
restigation, as said Committee may direct, until the 
lleport of the same shall be submitted to this House ; 
And said Committee may discharge any such clerk or 
assistant sergeant-at-arras for neglect of duty or disre- 
gard of instructions in the premises, and employ othe/s 
under like regulations 

The vote of the Slave States was unanimous 
against the investigation, 17 from the Free 
States voting with them. Yeai 101 ; Kays 93. 

The following are the negatives from the Free 
Stotes: 

Nat/s — Against the Investigation : 

Haimk— Thomas J. D. Fuller— 1. • 

Nkw- York— John Kelly, WiUiam W. VaUt, John 
^Vlieeler, T/wmas R. W/iUney—i. 

Nsw-JffBSKY — George Vail— 1. 

PsMirsYLVAKiA — ^Johu Cadwalador, Thomas B. Flo- 
rence, J. Glancy Jones— 8. 

Indiana- William U. English, Smith Miller— 2. 

MicjiiQAN — George W. Peck — 1. 

Illinois — James C. Allen, Thomas L. Harris, Bamoel 
8 Marshall, William A. Richardson — 1. 

California — Philemon T. Herbert— 1. 

So the resolution prevailed, and Messrs. Wil- 
liam A. Howard, of Michigan, John Sherman, 
of Ohio, and Mordecai Oliver, of Missouri, were 
appointed the Committee of Investigation there- 
by required. 



These gentlemen proceeded to Kansas, and 
spent several weeks there in taking testimony as 
to the elections, etc.. which had taken place In 
that Territory. The testimony tlms taken forms 
a volume of nearly twelve hundred large and 
closely-printed pages, the substance of which 
was summed up on their return by the majority 
(Messrs. Howard and Sherman j, in the following 

RKPOBT ON THB ODTRAORS IN KANSAS. 

A Journal of proceedings, including sundry communica- 
tions made to and by the Committee was kept, a copy of 
which is herewith submitted. The testimony abo is here- 
with submitted ; a copy of it has been made and arranged 
not according to the order in which it was taken, but bo as 
to present, as clearly as possible, a consecutiye history of 
events in the Territory, from its organisation to the 19th 
day of March, a. d. 1856. 

Your Committee deem it their duty to state, as briefly as 
possible, the principal facts proven before them. When 
the act to organize the Territory of Kansas was passed on 
the 24th day of May, 1854, the greater portion of its easten 
border was included in Indian reserrations not open U» 
settlement ; and there were but few white settlers in an^ 
portion of the Territory. Its Indian population was r» 
pidly decreasing, while many emigrants from different pafto 
of our country were anxiously waiting the extinction of 
the Indian title, and the establbhment of a Territoriui 
Government, to seek new homes on its fertile prairies. It 
cannot be doubted that, if its condition as a free Territory 
had been left undisturbed by Congress, Ita settlement 
would have been rapid, peaceful, and prosperous. Its 
climate, soil, and its easy access to the older settiementa, 
would have made it the favored course for the tide of 
emigration constantly flowing to the West, and by this 
time it would have been admitted into the Union as a 9n% 
State, without the least sectional excitement. If so organ- 
ized, none but the kindest feeling could have existed be- 
tween it and the adjoining State. Their mutual interesta 
and intercourse, instead of, as now, endangering the har- 
mony of the Union, would have strengthened tihe ties of 
national brotherhood. The testimony clearly showa, that 
before the proposition to repeal the Missouri Compromise 
was introduced into Congress, the people of western Mis- 
souri appeared indifferent to the prohibition of Slavery 
in the Territory, and neither asked uor deeh-ed its repetu. 

When, however, the prohibition was removed by ttie 
action of Congress, the aspect of affairs entirely dianged. 
The whole country was agitated by the reopening of a 
controversy which conservative men in different sections 
hoped had been settled, in every State and Territory, by 
some law beyond the danger of repeat The excitement 
which has always accompanied the discussion of the 
Slavery question was greatly increased, by lAe hope on 
the one hand of extending Slavery into a region from wliieh 
it had been excluded by law, and on the other by a sense 
of wrong done by what wa« regarded as a d]8hoD<v of 
a national compact. This excitement was naturally trans- 
ferred into the border counties of Missouri and the Terri- 
tory, as settlevs favoring free or slave Institutions moved 
into it. A new difficulty soon occurred. Different con- 
structions were put upon the organic .aw. It was con- 
tended by the one party that the right to hold slaves in 
the Territory existed, and that neither the people nor the 
Territorial Legislature could prohibit Slavery — that that 
power was alone possessed by the people when they were 
authorized to form a State government. It was con- 
tended that the removal of Uie restriction virtually estab- 
lished SUvery in the Territory. This claim was urged by 
many prominent men in western Missouri, who actively 
engaged in the affairs of the Territory. Every movement, 
of whatever character, which tended to estabUsh free iurtl- 
ttttlons, was regarded as an interference with their rights. 

Within a few days after tlie organic law passed, and as 
soon as its passage eonld be known oti the border, leading 
citisens of Missouri crossed into the Territory, held squat- 
ter meetings, and then returned to tiieir homes. Among 
their resolutions are the following : 

** That we Will afford protecdon to no Abotttlonlstas asetQer 
(rf* this Territory." 

" That we recognize the instUnrfon of Slavery as already ex- 
isting in this Territory, and a ivlAe slaveholders to introduce 
heir properly as early a8 poflslble." 

Similar resolutions were passed in various parts of the 
Territory, and by meetings in several counties of Missouri. 
Thus the first effect of the repeal of the resteiction against 
Slavery was to substitute the resolves of squatter meetings, 
composed almost exclusively of Missourlans, for the delibe- 
rate action of Congress, acqtaiesced in for S& years. 

This unlawful interference has been continued in every 
important event In the history of the T-^: -ritory : ettu-i 
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eiscHt^* haft been eontroUed, not by the actual settlers, 
but by citisens of Missouri ; and, as a consequence, erery 
officer in the Territory, from oonstaules to legislators, ex- 
cept those appointed by the President, owe ttieir positions 
to non-resident voters. None liave been elected by the 
settlers ; and your Ck)mmlttee have been unable to find 
that any political power whatever, however unimportant, 
has been exercised by the people of the Territory. 

In October, a. d. 1854, Governor A. H. Keeder and the 
other officers appointed by the President arrived in the 
Territory. Settlers from all parts of the country were 
moving in in great numbers, making their claims and 
building their cabins. About the same time, and before 
ttnj election was or could be held hi the Territory, a secret 
political society was formed in the ^tate of Missouri. It 
was known by different names, such as ** Social Band," 
"Friends* Society," "Blue Lodge," "The Sons of the 
South." Its members were bound together by secret 
oaths, and they had passwords, signs, and grips, by which 
they were known to each other. Penalties were imposed 
for violating the rules and secrets of the Order. Written 
minutes were kept of the proceedings of the Lodges, and 
(he different Lodges were connected together by an effec- 
tive organization. It embraced great numbers of the citi- 
Bens of Missouri, and was extended into other Slave States 
and into the Territory. Its avowed purpose was not only 
to extend Slavery into Kansas, but also Into other terri- 
tory- of the United States ; and to form a union of all the 
fHends of that institution. Its plan of operating was to 
organize and send men to vote at the elections in the Ter- 
ritory, to collect money to pay tlidr expenses, and, if 
necessary, to protect them in voting. It aLslb proposed to 
induce Pro-Slavery men to emigrate into the Territory, to 
aid and sustain them while there, and to elect none to 
office but those friendly to their views. This dangerous 
society was controlled by men who avowed their purpose 
to extend Slavery into the Territory at all hazards, and 
was altogether tlie most effective instrument in organizing 
the subsequent armed invasions and forays. In it« Lodges 
bk Missouri, the affairs of Kansas were discussed, the force 
necessary to control the election was divided into bands, 
and leaders selected ; means were collected, and signs and 
badges were agreed upon. While the great body of the 
actual settlers of the Territory were relying upon the 
rights secured to them by the organic law, and had formed 
no organization or combination whatever, this conspiracy 
ag{dnst their rights was gathering strength in Missouri, and 
would have been sufficient at their first election to have 
overpowered them, if they had been united to a man. 

Your Committee had great difficulty in elicit.ngthe 
proof of the details in i egai d to this secret society. One 
witness, member of the legislative council, refused to 
answer questions in reference to it. Another declined to 
answer fully, because to do so would result to his injury. 
Others could or would only answer as to the general pur- 
poses of the Society, but suffic ent is disclosed in the 
testimony to show the influence it had in controlling the 
elections in the Territo y. 

The first election was for a Delegate to CJongress. It was 
appointed for the 29th of November, 1S.54. The Governor 
divided the Territory into seventeen Election-Districts ; 
appointed Judges and prescribed proper rules for the 
election. In the 1st, Hid, Vlllih, IXth, Xth, Xllth, 
Xlllth, and XVIIth Districts there appears to have been 
but tittle .f any fraudulent voting. 

The election in the lid District was held at the village 
of Douglas, Dearly fifty miles from the Missouri line. On 
the day before tlie election, large companies of men 
came into the district in wagons and on horseback, and 
declared that they were from the State of Missouri, and 
were going to Douglas to vote. On the morning of the 
election, they gathered around the house where the elec- 
tion was to be held. Two of the judges appointed by 
the Governor did not appear, and other judges were 
elected by the crowd. All then voted. In order to 
make a pretense of right to vote, some persons of tiie 
company kept a pretended register of squatter claims, 
on whidh any one could enter his name and then assert 
he had a claim in the Territory. A citizen of the district 
who was himself a candidate for Delegate to Congress, 
was told by one of the strangers, that he would be 
abused and probably k.lled if he challenged a vote. He 
was seised by the collar, called a d — d Abolitionist, and 
was compelled to seek protection in the room with the 
judges. About the time the polls were closed, these 
strangers mounted their horses and got into their wagons 
and cried out : 

" All aboard for Westport and Kansas City." A num- 
ber were recognized as residents of Missouri, and 
among them was Samuel H. Woodson, a leading lawyer 
of In(tepend«nee. Of those whose names are on the poU- 
•ooks, 85 were resident settlers and 22^ were not. 

The election in the IVth District was held at Dr. 



I Chapman^», over 40 miles from the Missouri State line. 
I It was a thinly -settled region, containing but 47 voten 
in February, ldo5, when the census was taken. On tbe 
day before the election, from 100 to 150 citizens of Cass 
and Jackson Counties, Mo , came into this district, 
declaring ttieir purpose to vote, and that they were 
bound to make Kansas a Slave State, if they did it at 
the point of tlie sword. Persons of the party on the way 
drove each a stake in the ground and called it a claim — 
and in one ca&e several names we. e put on one stake* 
The party of strangers camped all night near where th« 
election was to be held, and in the morning were at tha 
election-polls and voted. One of their party got drunk, 
and, to get rid of Dr. Chapman, a judge of the election, 
they sent for him to come and see a sick man, and in his 
I absence filled his place with another judge, who was not 
sworn. They did not deny nor conceal that they were 
residents of Missouri, and many of them were recognized 
as such by others. They declared that they were bound 
to make Kansas a Slave State. They insisted upon their 
right to vote in the Territory if they were in it one hour. 
After the election, they again retni ned to their homes in 
Missouri, camping over night on the way. 

We find upon the poll-books 161 names; of these not 
over 80 resided in the Territory; i81 were non-residents. 

But few settlers attended the election in the Vth Dis- 
trict, the district being large and the settlement scattered. 
82 votes were cast : of these between 20 and 80 were set- 
tlers, and the residue were citizens of Missouri. They 
passed into the Territory by way of the Santa Fe road and 
by the residence of Dr. W'estfall, who then lived on the 
western line of Missouri. Some little excitement arose at 
the polls as to the legality of their voting, but they did 
vote for General Whitfield, and said they intended to 
make Kansas a Slave State, and that they had claims in 
the Territory. Judge Teazle, judge of the court in Jack- 
son County, Missouri, was present, but did not vote. Ue 
said he did not intend to vote, but came to see that others 
voted. After tlie election, the Bllssourians returned the 
way they came. 

The election hi the TIth District was held at Fort Scott, 
in the southeast part of the Territory, and near the Mis- 
souri line. A pai-ty of about one hundred men, from Cass 
and the counties in Missouri south of it, went into the 
Territory, traveling about 45 miles, most of them with 
their wagons and tents, and camping out. They appeared 
at the place of election. Some attempts were made to 
swear them, but two of the judges were prevailed upon 
not to do so, and none were sworn, and as many as chose 
voted. There were but few resident voters at the polls. 
The settlement was sparse — about 25 actual settlers voted 
out of 105 votes cast, leaving 80 illegal votes. After the 
voting was over, the Missourians went to their wagons ai:d 
commenced leaving for home. 

The most shameless fraud practiced upon the rights of 
the settlers at this election was in the Vllth Dktrict. It 
is a remote settlement, about 75 miles from the MissoQri 
line, and contained in February, a.d. 1855, three months 
afterward, when the census was taken, but 58 voters, and 
yet the poll-books show that 604 votes were cast. The 
election was held at the house of Frey McGee, at a place 
called " 110." But few of the actual settlers were present 
at the polls. A witness who formerly resided in Jackson 
County, Missouri, and was well acquainted with the citi-^ 
sens of that county, says that he saw a great many wagons 
and tents at Uie place of election, and many individuals 
he knew from Jackson County. He was in their tents, and 
conversed with some of them, and they told trim they had 
come with the intention of voting. He went to the polls 
intending to vote for Flenniken, and his ticket being of a 
different color from the rest, his vote was challenged by 
Frey McGee, who had been appointed one of the judges, 
but did not serve. Lemuel Ralstone, a citizen of lussonri, 
was acting in his place. The witness then challenged the 
vote of a young man by the name of Nolan, whom he 
knew to reside in Jackson County. Finally, the thing was 
hushed up, as the witne^ had a good many friends there 
from that county, and it might lead to a fight if he chal- 
lenged any more votes. Both voted, and he then went 
down to their camp. He there saw many of his old ac- 
quahitances, whom he knew had voted at the election in 
August previous in Missouri,* and who still resided in that 
State. By a careful comparison of the poll-lists with the 
census-rolls, we find but 12 names on the poll-book who 
were voters when the census was taken three months 
afterward, and we af e satisfied that not more than 20 legal 
votes could have been polled at that election. The only 
residents who are known to have voted are named by the 
witness, and are 18 in number— thus leaving 584 lUegal 
votes cast in a remote district, where the settlers within 
many miles were acquainted with each other. 

Tite ti>tal number of White inhubitauts in the Xlth 
District, in the month of February, a.d. 1855, Including 
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men, women and children, was 86, of whom 94 were 
voters—yet the poll-lists in this District show that 245 
rotes were catt at this election. For reasons stated 
hereafter in regard to the election on the 80th of March, 
your Committee were unable to procure the attendance 
of witnesses flrom this District. From the records, it 
clearly appears that the yotes cast could not have been 
by lawful resident voters. The best test, in the absence 
of direct proof, by which to ascertain the number of 
legal votes cast, is by a comparison of the census-roll 
with the poll-book — by which it appears that but 7 
resident settlers voted, and 288 votes were illegally and 
Crauduleutly cast. 

The election in the XlVth Dintrict was held at the house 
of Benjamin Harding, a few miles from the town of St. 
Joseph, Missouri. Before the polls were opened, a large 
number of citisKUS of Buchanan County, Missouri, and 
among them many of the leading citiaens of St. Joseph, 
were at the place of voting, and made a msjorlty of the 
company present. At the time appointed by ttie Oov- 
ernor for opening the polls, two of the Judges were not 
there, and it became the duty of the legal voters present 
to select other Judges. The Judge wtto was present^ 
suggested the name of Mr. Waterson as one of tlie Judges 
— but the crowd voted down the proposition. Some dia> 
cussion then arose as to the right of non-residentR to vote 
^or Judges, during wliich Mr. Bryant was nominated and 
elected by the crowd. Some one nominated CoU John 
Scott as the other judgti, who was then and is nonr a 
resident of St. Joseph. At tliat time, he was the City At- 
torney at that place, and so continued until this spring, 
but he claimed that t)ie night before he had come to tlie 
house of Mr. Bryant, and had engaged boarding for a 
month, and considered himself a resident of Kansas on 
that ground. The judges appointed by the Governor re- 
fused to put the notnitiation of Col. Scott to vote, because 
he was not a resident. After some discussion, Judge 
Leonard, a citizen of Missouri, stepped forward and put 
the vote himself; and BIr. Scott was declared by him as 
elected by the crowd, and served as a judge of election 
that day. After the election was over, he returned to St. 
Joseph, and never since has resided in the Territory. It 
is manifest that this election of a non-resident lawyer as 
a judge was imposed upon the settlers by the citizens of 
ihn State. When the board of judges was thus couipieted, 
the votingproceeded ; but the effect of the rule adopted by 
the Judges allowed many, if not a majority of the non- 
residents, to vote. They claimed that their presence on 
the ground, especially when they had a claim in the 
Territory, gave them a right to vote— under that con- 
struction of the law, they readily, when rtquired, swore 
they were *' residents," and then voted. By this eva>ion, 
as nearly as your Committee can ascertain from the testi- 
mony, as many as 50 illegal votes were cast in this Dis- 
trict out of 158, the whole nutnber polled. 

The election in the XVth District was held at Pense- 
Bian's, on Stranger Creek, a few miles from Wedton, 



Missouri. On the day of the election, a large number of 
citizens of Platte County, but chiefly from Weston and 
Platte City, came in small parties, in wagons and oa 
horseback, to the polls. Among them were several lead- 
ing citizens of that town, and the names of many of tiiena 
are given by the witnesses. They generally insisted 
upon their right to vote, on the ground that every man 
having a claim in the Territory could vote, no matter 
where he lived. All voted who chose. No man waa 
challenged or sworn. Some of the residents did not vote. 
The purpose of the strangers In voting was declared to be 
to make Kansas a Slave Stat«. We find by the poll-books 
that 806 Votes were cast— of these we find but 57 are on 
the census-rolls as legal voters in February following. 
Tour Committee is satisfied from the testimony that not 
over 100 of those who voted had any right so to do, leav- 
ing at least 2' 6 illegal votes cast. 

The election In the XVIih District was h*-Id at Leaven- 
worth. It was then a small vilUge of three or feur 
houses, located on the Delaware Reservation. There 
were but comparatively few settlers then in the district, 
but the number rapidly increased afterward. On the 
day before and on the day of the election, a great many 
citizens of Platte, Clay and Ray counties cro'tiied ttie 
river — ^most of them camping in tents and wagons about 
the town, " like a camp-meeting." They were in compa- 
nies or messes of ten to fifteen in each, and numbered in 
all several hundred. The y brought their own provision 
and cooked it themselves, and were generally armed. 
Many of iheni were known by the witnesses, and their 
names given, and their names are found upon the poll- 
bouks. Among them were several persons of influence 
where they resided in Missouri, who held, or had held, 
high offiuiHl positions in that State. They claimed to be 
residents of the Territory, from the fact tliat they were 
then present, and insisted upon the right to vote, and did 
vote. Their avowed purpose in doing so was to make 
Kansas a Slave State. These strange*^, crowded around 
the polls, and it was with great difficulty that the .settlers 
coul.l get to the polls. One resident attempted to get to 
the polls in the afternoon, but was crowded and pulled 
back. He then went outside of the crowd and hurrahed 
for Gen. Whitfield, and some of those wiio did not know 
him said, '♦ that's a good Pro-Slavery man," and lifted 
him over their heads so that he crawled on their heads 
and put in his vote. A person who saw from the color of 
his ticket that it was not for Gen. Whitfield, cried out, 
'■' He is a damned Abolitionist— let him down ;" and they 
dropped him. Others were passed to the polls in the 
same way, and others crowded up in the best way they 
could. After this mockery of an election was over, tlie 
non-residents returned to their homes in Misiiouri. Of 
the 312 votes cast, not over 150 were by legal voters. 

The following abstract exhibits the whole number of 
votes at this election, for each candidate ; the number of 
legal and illegal votes cast in each district ; and the num. 
her of legal votes in each district in February following: 
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Thus your Committee find that in this, the first election 
in the Territory, a very large mujoniy of ttie votes were 
caat by citisens of the State of Alissouri, in Tiolatlon of the 
organic law of the Territory. Of the legal votes cast, 
Gen. Whitfield received a plurality. The settlers took 
but little interest in the election, not one-half of them vot- 
ing. This may be accouQted for, from the fact that the 
settlements were scattered over a great extent— that the 
term of the Delegate to be elected was .short — and that 
tiitj question of Free and Slave institutions was not gene- . 
rally regarded by them as distinctly at issue. Under 
tliese circumstance:*, a systematic invasion from an 
adjoining State, by which large numbers of illegal votes 
were cast in remote and sparse settlements for tlie 
avowed purpose of extending Slavery into the Territory, 
even though it did not change the result of the election, 
was a crime of great magnitude. Us immediate effect 
was to further excite the people of the. Northern States — 
iuiiuce acts of retaliation, and exasperate the actual set- 
tlers against their neighbors in Missouri. 

In January and February, a;d. 1865, the Goremor 
caused .an enumeration to be taken of the inhabitants and 
qualified voters in the Territory, au abstract of which is 
here given : 

Total population 8501 

Total voters 2905 

Natives of the United States '7161 

Of foreign birth... 4 409 

Slaves ^42 

Free negroes 151 

On the same day the census was completed, the Qovernor 
issued his proclamallon for an election to be held on the 30th 
of March, a.d. 1855, for members of the Le^lative Assem- 
bly of the Territory. It prescribed the boundaries of dis- 
tricts, the places for polls, the names of judges, the appoint- 
ment of membe]^, and recited the qualification of voters. If 
it had been observed, a just and fair election would have re- 
flected the will of the people of the Territory. Before the 
election, false and inflammatory rumors were busily circula- 
ted among the people of Western Bli^ouri. The number and 
character of the emigration Uieu passing into the Territory 
were grossly exaggerated and misrepresented. Through the 
actire exertions of many of its leading citizens, aided by 
Uie secret societies before referred to, the passions, and 
pr^udices of the people of that State were greatly excited. 
Several residents there have testified to the character of 
the reports circulated among and credited by the people. 
Tliese efforts were successful. By an organized move- 
ment, which extended from Andrew County in the north 
to Jasper County in the south, and as far eastward as 
Boone and Cole counties, companies of men were arranged 
in regular parties and sent into M)ery councU dutrict in 
t/ie Tsrritorp^ and into every representative district 
but one. The numbers were so distributed as to control 
the election in each district. They went to vote, and with 
the avowed design to make Kansas a Slave State. They 
were generally armed and equipped, carried with them 
their own provisions and tents, and so marched into the 
Territory. The detidls of this invasion from the mass of 
the testimony taken by your committee are so voluminous 
that we can here state but the leading facts elicited. 

IST District — March 80, 1955.— Lawrbmcb. 

The company of persons who marched into this district 
collected in Ray, Howard, Carroll, Boone, La Fayette, 
Randolph, Saline, and Cass counties, in the State of Mis- 
souri. Their expenses were paid — ^those who could not 
come contributing provLsions, wagons, etc. Provisions were 
deposited for those who were expected to come to Lawrence, 
in the house of William Lykins, and were distributed among 
the Itfissourians after they arrived there. The evening 
before and the morning of the day of election, about 1000 
men from the above counties arrived at Lawrence, and 
encamped in a ravine a' short distance from town, near 
the place of voting. They came in wagons— of which there 
were over one hundred — and on horseback, under the 
command of Colonel Samuel Young, of Boone County, Mis- 
souri, and Claiborne F. Jackson, of Missouri. They were 
4irmed with guns, rifles, pistols, and bowie-knives, and had 
te'nts, music, and flags with them. They brought with 
tliem two pieces of artillery, loaded with musket-balls. 
On their way to Lawrence, some of them met Mr. N. B. 
BlAnton, who had been appointed one of the judges of 
election by Governor Reeder ; and, after learning from 
him that he considered it his duty to demand an oath from 
them as to theh: place of residence, first attempted to 
bribe, and then threatened him with hanging, in order to 
induce him to dispense with that oath. In consequence 
of these threats, be djd not appear at the polls th^ next 
morning to act as judge. 

The evening before the election, while in camp, the 
Missourians were called together at the tent of Captain 
Claiborne F. Jackson, and speeches were made to them 



by Colonel Toung and others, calling for volunteers to go 
tq other districts where there were not Missourians enough 
ta control the election, as there were more at Lawrence 
than were needed there. Many volunteered to go, and 
the morning of the election several companies, from 1»0 to 
200 men each, went off to Tecumseh, Hickory Pohit, 
Bloomington, and other places. On the morning of the 
election, the Missoqrians came over to the place of voting 
from their camp, in bodies of one hundred at a time. Mr. 
Blanton not appearing, another judge was appointed in 
his place — Colonel Young claiming that, as the people of 
the Territory had two judges, it was nothing more than 
right that the Missourians should have the other one, to 
look after their hiteresta ; and Robert £. Cummins was 
elected in Blanton's stead, because he considered that 
every man had a right to vote if he had been in the Terri- 
tory but an hour. The Missourians brought their tickets 
with them ; but, not having enough, they had three hun- 
dred more printed in Lawrence on the evening before and 
the day of electimi. They had white ribbons in their but- 
ton-holes to distinguish themselves from the settlers. 

When the voting commei}ced, the question of the legality 
of the vote of a Mr. Page was raised. Before it was de- 
cided. Colonel Samuel Young stepped' up to the window 
where the votes were received, and said he would settle 
the matter. The vote of Mr. Page was withdrawn, and 
Colonel Young offered to vote, lie refused to take the 
oath prescribed by the Governor, but swore he was a resi- 
dent of the Territory, upon which his vote was received. 
He told Mr. Abbott, one of tho judges, when asked if he 
intended, to make Kansas liis future home, that it was. 
none of his business ; that if he were a resident tlren he 
should ask no more. After liis vote was received. Colonel 
Voung got up in ^e window-sill and announced to the 
crowd that he had been permitted to vote, and they could 
all come up and vote. He told the judges that there was 
no use in- swearing the others, as they would all swear as 
he had done. After the other judges concluded to receive 
Colonel Young^s vote, Mr. Abbott resigned as judge of 
election, and Mr. Bepjamin was elected in his place. . 

The polls were so much crowded until late in the evening, 
that, for a time, when the men had voted, they were obliged 
to get out by being hoisted up on the roof of the building 
where the election was being held, and pass out over the 
house. Afterward, a passage-way through the crowd was 
made, by two lines of men being formed, through which . 
the voters could get up to the polls. Colonel Young asked 
that the old men be allowed to go up first and vote, as 
they were tired with the traveling, and wanted to get back 
to camp. 

The Missourians sometimes came up to the polls in pro- 
cession, two by two, and voted. 

Dming the day, the Missourians drove off the ground 
some of the citizens, Mr. Stevens, Mr. Bond, and Mr. Willis. 
They threatened to shoot Mr. Bond, and a crowd rushed 
after him, threatening him ; and, as he ran from them, 
some shots were fired at him as he jumped off the bank' of 
the river and made his escape. The citizens of the town 
went over in a body, late in the afternoon, when the polls 
had become comparatively clear, and voted. . . . 

The whole number of names appearing upon the poll- 
lists is 1,084. After full examination, we are satisfied 
that not ovp 282 of these were legal voters, and 802 
were non-resident and illegal voters. This District is 
strongly in favor of making Kansas a Free State, and 
there is no doubt that the Free-State candidates for the 
legislature would have been elected by large majorities, 
if none but the actual settlers had voted. At the preced- 
ing election in November, 1854, whfere none but legal 
voters were polled, General Whitfield, who received the 
full strength of the Pro-Slavery "party, got but 46 votes. 

IIo DiSTiucT— Bloomington. 

On the morning of election, the judges appointed by 
the Governor appeared and opened the polls. Their 
names were Harrison Burson, Nathaniel Ramsay, and 
Mr. Ellison. The Missourians began to come in early in 
the morning, some 600 or 600 of them, in wagons and car- 
riages, and on horseback, under the lead- of Samuel J. 
Jones, then Postmaster of Westport, Missouri, Claiborne 
F. Jacksoa, and Mr. Steely, of Independence, Missouri 
They were armed with double-barreled guns, rifles, 
bowie-knives, %nd pistols, and had fiags hoisted. They 
held a sort of informal election, off at one side, at first 
for Governor of Kansas, and shortly afterward announced 
Thomas Johnson, of Shawnee Mission, elected Governor. 
The polls had been opened but a short time, when Mr. 
Jones marched with the crowd up to the window, and 
demanded that they should be allowed to vote without 
swearing as to their residence. After some noisy and 
threatening talk, Claiborne F. Jackson addressed the 
crowd, saying they had come there to vote, that they had 
a right to vote if they had been there but five minutes, 
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and he was not willing to go home without voting ; this 
was received with cheers. Jackson tlien called np^n 
them to form into little bands of. fifteen or twenty, which 
they did, and went to an -ox-wagon filled with guns, 
which were distributed among them, and proceeded to 
load nome of them on the ground. In pursuance of 
Jackson's request, they tied white tape or ribbons in 
their buttonholes, so as to distinguish them from the 
" Abolitionists.** They again demanded that the Judges 
should resign, and upon their refusing to do so, smashed 
In the window, sash and all, and presented their pistols 
and guns to them, threatening to shoot them. Some one 
on the outside cried out to them not to* shoot, as there 
were Pro-Sllivery men in the room with the judges. 
They then put a pry under the corner of the house, which 
was a log house,, and lifted it up a few inches and let it 
fall again, but desisted upon being told there were -Pi >- 
Slavery men in the house. During this Ume, the crowd 
repeatedly demanded to be allowed to vote without being 
sworn, and Mr. Ellison, one of the Judges, expressed him- 
self willing, but the other two judges refused ; thereupon 
a body of .men, headed by ** Sheriff Jones,*' rushed into 
the judges* room with cocked pistob and drawn bowie- 
knives in their hands,* and approached Burson and Ram- 
say. Jones pulled out his watch, and said he would give 
them five liiinutes to resign in, or die. When the five 
minutes had expired and the judges did not resign, Jones 
said he would give them another minute, and no more. 
ElUson told his associates that if they did dot resign, there, 
would be one hundred shots fired in the room in less than 
fifteen minutes ; and then, snatching up the ballot-box, 
ran Out into the crowd, holding up- the ballot-box and 
hurrahing for Missouri. About that time Burson, and 
Kamsay were called out by their friends, and not suffered 
to return. As Mr. Burson went out, he put the ballot 
poll-books in his pocket, and took them with him ; and as 
he was going out, Jones snatched some papers away from 
him, and sl^ortly afterward came out himself holding 
them up, crying ** Hurrah tor rduBOuri I" * After he discov- 
ered they were not the poll-books) he took a party of men 
with him and started off to take the poll-books from Bur- 
son. Mr. Burson saw them coming, and he gave the 
books to • Mr. Umberger, *and told him to start off in 
another direction, so as to mislead Jones and his party .- 
Jones and his party caught Mr. Umberger, took the poll- 
books away from him, and Jones took him up behind him 
on a horse, and carried him baek a prisoner. After Jones 
and his party had taken Umberger back, they went to the 
house of Mr. Ramsay and took Judge John A. Wakefield 
prisoner, and carried him to the place of election, and 
eiade him get up on a wagon and make them a speech ; 
after which they put a white ribbon in his button-hole 
and let him go. They then chose two new judges, and 
proceeded with the election. 

They also threatened to kill the judges if they did not 
receive their votes without swearing them, or else resign. 
They said no man should vote who would submit to be 
sworn — ^that they would kill any one that would offer to 
do so — " shoot him," ** cut his guts out,** etc. They said 
no man should vote this day untess he voted an open 
ticket, and «ra& *^ all right on the goose,*'and that if they 
.ooold not vote by. fair means, they would by foul means. 
They said they had as much right to vote, if they bad 
been in the Territory two minutes, as if they had been 
there for two years, and they would vote. Some of the 
citizens who were about the window, but had not voted 
when the croivd of MLssourians marched up there, upon 
attempting to vote, were driven back by the mob, or 
driven off One of them, Mr. J. M. Maoey^ was asked if 
he would take the oath, and unon his replying that he 
would if the judges required it, he was dragged throng^ 
the crowd away from the polls, amid cries of " Kill tiie 
d— d niggCi-thief,** " Cut bis throat," " Tear his heart 
out,*' etc. After they had got him to the outside of -the 
crowd, they stood around him with cocked revolvers and 
drawn bowie-knives, one man putting a knife to his 
heart so that it touched him, another holding a cocked 
pistol to hi9 ear, while another struck at him with a club. 
The Missourians said they had a right to vote if they had 
been in the Territory but five mifiutes. Some said they 
had been hired to come there and vote, and get a .dollar 
a day, and, by G— d, they would, vote or die there. 
. Titey said the 80th day of March was an important day, 
as Kansas would be made a Slave State on that day. 
They began to leave in the direction of Missouri in the 
afternoon, after they had voted, leaving some thirty or 
forty ai-ound the house* where the election was held, to 
guard the polls until after the election was over. The 
citisens of the Territory were* not around, except those 
who took part in the mob, and a large portion of them 
did not vote: 841 votes were polled there that day^ 
of which but some thirty wer4 ciUsens. A protest 
•gainst the election was made te the Governor. The 



returns of the election made to the Governor were lost 
by the, Committee of Blections of the Legislature at Paw- 
nee. The duplicate returns left in the ballot-box w<*re 
taken by F. E. Laley, one of the judges elected by tix 
Missourians, and were either lost or destroyed in h s 
house, so that your Committee have been unable to 
institute a comparison between the poll-lists and census 
returns of this district. The testimony, however, is uni- 
form, that not even thirty of those who voted there that 
day were entitled to vote, leaving 811 illegal votes; We 
are satisfied from the testimony that, had the actual set- 
tlers alone voted, the Free-State eiuididates would have 
been elected by a handsome majority. 

IIIo Distriot-^Tkcumsbh. 

For some days prior to the eliaction, companies of men 
were organized in Jaclcson, Cass, and Clay counties. Mo., 
for the purpose of coming to the Territory and voting in 
this Vth district. The day previous to the election, some 
400 or 500 Missourians, armed with guns', pbtote, and 
knives, came into the Territory and camped, some at 
Bull Creek, and others at Potawatamie Creek. Tbeir 
camps were about sixteen miles apart. On the evening 
before the election. Judge Hamilton of the Cass County 
Court, Mo., came from the Potawatamie Oeekeampto 
Bull Creek for sixty more Missourians, as they had 
not enough there to fender the election certain, and 
about that number went down there with him. On the 
evening before the election, Br. B. C. Westfall.was elect- 
ed to act as one of the Judges of Election in the Bull 
Creek precinct, in place of one of tt^ judges appointed 
by the Governor, who, it was said, would not be tiiere the 
next day. Dr. Westfall was at that time a citizen of 
Jackson County, Mo. On the morning of the election, 
the polls for Bull Creek precinct were opened, and, with- 
out swearing the judges, they proceeded to receive the 
votes of all who offered to vote. For the sake of appear- 
ance, they would get some one to come to the window 
and offer to vote, and when asked to be sworn he would 
pretend to grow angry at the judges and would go away, 
and his name would be put down as having offered to 
vote, but "rejected, refusing to be sworn.** This 
arrangement was made previously and perfectly under- 
stood by the judges. But few of the residents of the 
district were present at the election, and only thirteen 
voted. The number of votes cast in the precinct was 893. 

One Missourian voted for himself and then voted for 
his little son, but 10 or 11 years old. Col. Coffer, Henry 
Younger and Mr. Lykins,"who were voted for and elect- 
ed to the Le£^ature, were residents of Missouri at the 
time. Col. Coffer subsequently married in the Territory. 
After the polls wer» closed, the returns were made, and 
a man, claiming to be a magistrate, certified on them 
that he had sworn the judges of election before opening 
■the pbUs. In the Potawatamie precinct, the Missourians 
attended the election, and after threatening Mr. Ches- 
nut, the only judge present appointed by the Governor, 
to hiduce faim to resign, they proceeded to elect two 
other judges — one a Missourian and the other a resident 
of another precinct of that district. The polb were then 
opened, and all the Missourians were allowed to Tote 
without being sworn. 

After the polb were closed, and the returns made out 
for the signature of the judges, Mr. Chesnut refused to 
sign them, as he did not consider them correct returi» 
of legal voters. 

CoL Coffer, a resident of Missouri, but elected tor the 
Kansas Legislature from that district at that election, en- 
deavored with others to induce Mr. Chesnut hy tiireats 
to sign the returns, which he refused to do, and left the 
house. On his way home, he was fired at by some Mis- 
sourians, though not injured. There were three illegal 
to one legal vote given there that day. At the Big Ij«yer 
precinct, the judges appointed by the Goverpor met 
at the time appointed, and proceeded to open the polls, 
after being duly sworn. After a few votes had be<in re- 
ceived, a part^ of Msssourians came into the yard of 
the house where the election was held, and, unloading a 
wagon filled with arms, stacked their guns in the ya. d, 
and came up to the window and' demanded to be admit- 
ted to vote. Two of the judges decided to reoelve tlie r 
votes, whereupon the third judge, Mr. J. M. Arthur, re- 
signed, and another was chosen in his place. Col. 
Yoiing, a citizen of Missouri, but a candidate for, and 
elected to, the Territorial Legislative Council, was pie- 
sent and Voted in the precinct. He claimed that all 
Missourians w^o were present on the day of election 
were entitled to vote.' But thirty or forty of the oltisene 
of the precinct were ptesent, Mid many of them did not 
vote. At the Uttle Sugar precinct, the elect:on seemed 
to h»ve been oonducted fairly, and there a Free*Staie 
majority was polled. From the testimony, the whole 
district appears to have been la gely .Free-State, ahd, 



KANSAS-NEBRASKA STRUGGLE. 



91 



i)ad Donie bat actoal 8<>Ulen voted, the Free-St»te candi- 
dates would have been eleoted by a large majority. 
From a careful examination of the. testimony and the 
records, we find that from 200 W 225 legal votes wet-e 
polled out of 885, the total number given in the precincts 
of the Vth District. Of the legal vot«« cast, the tree- 
State candidates jreceived 152. 

VIth District^-Fobt Scjott. 

A company of citizens from Missouri, mostly A*om 
Bates County, came into this District the day before the 
election, some camping and others putting up at the 
public-house. They numbered fiom 100 to 2M), and came 
in WAgons and otk horseback, carrying their provisions 
and tents with them, and were generally armed with pis- 
tols They declared their .purpose to vote, and claimed 
the right to do so. They went to the polls generally in 
small bodies, with tickets in their hands, and many, if 
not all, voted. In some citBes, they declared that they 
had voted, and gave their reasons for so doing. Mr. 
Anderson, a Pro-tilavery candidate for the Legislature, 
endeavored to dissuade the non-residents from voting, 
because 'be did not wish the election contested. This 
person, however, insisted upon voting, and upon his 
r^ht to vote, and did so. No one was challenged or 
sworn, and all voted who desired to. Out of d50 .votes 
•ast, not over 100 were legal, and but 64 of these 
named in the census taken one month befure by Mr. 
Barbe**, the candidate for Council, voted. Many of the 
Free-State men did not vote, but your Committee is sat- 
ined that, of the legal votes east, the Pro-Slavery candi- 
dates received a majority. Mr. Anderson, one of these 
candidates, was an unmarfled man, who came into the 
District f.om Missouri a few days before the election, 
and boarded at the public-house until the day after the 
Section. He then took with him the poll-lists, and did 
not return to Fort Scott until the occasion of a bai bacue 
the week before the election of October 1, 1855. He 
voted at that election, and after it left, and has not sinc^ 
been in the District. S. A. Williams, the other Pro- 
Slavery candidate, at the time of the election had a 
claim in the Territory, but his legal residence was not 
there until after the election. 

VIIth Distkic*. 

From two to three hundred men, from the State of 
Missouri, came in wagons or on horseback, to the elec- 
tion ground at Switcer's Creek, in the VIIth District, and 
encamped near the polls, on the day preceding the 
election. They were armed with pistols and other wea- 
pons, and declared their purpose to vote, in order to se- 
cure t^e election of Pro-Slavery niembers. They said 
they were disappointed in not finding more Yankees 
there, and that they had bruught more men than were 
necessary to counterbalance their vote. A number of 
them wore badges of blue ribbon, with a motto, and the 
eompany were under the direction of leaders. They de- 
clared their intention to conduct themselves peacefully, 
unless the residents of the Territory attempted to stop 
them firom voting. Two of the judges of election ap- 
pointed by Governor Jteeder refused to serve, where- 
upon two others were appointed in their stead by the 
crowd of Missourians who surrounded the polls. The 
oewly-appointed Judges refused to take the oath pre- 
scribed by G-overnor Reeder, but made one to suit them- 
selves. Andrew Johnson requested each voter to swear 
if be had a claim in the Territory, and if he had voted m 
another district. The Judges did not take the oath pre- 
«c^bed, but were sworn to receive all legal votes. The 
Missourians voted without bemg sworn. They sup- 
ported U. J. Stickler for Council, and M. W. McGee for 
Representative. They left the evenin|r of the election. 
Some of them started on horseback for Lawrence, as 
they said they could be there before night, and all went 
the way they came. The census-list shows 53 legal voters 
in the District. 258 votes were- cast; of these 25 were 
residents, 17 of whom were in the District when the cen- 
sus was taken. Some of the residents present at the 
polls did not vote, declaring it useless. 'Candidates de- 
cQned (o run on the Free-State ticket because they were 
unwilling to run the risk of so unequal a contest— it be- 
ing known that a great many were coming up from M.s- 
flouii to vote. Nearly all the settlers were Free-State 
men, and 28 of the 25 legal votes given were cast for the 
only Free-State candidate running. Mobiller McGee, 
who was declared elected Representative, had a claim— a 
•aw-mill and a house in the Territory — and he was there 
part of the time. But his'legal resideuce is now, and'was 
then, neair Westport, in Blissouri, where he owns and 
•tond^cta a valuable farm, and where his family resides. 

VIIIth J)i«rsi€T. 
nilB was attached to the VIIth District for member of 
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the Council and a Representative, and its vote was con- 
trolled by the Illegal vote cast there. The census shows 
89 votes In it— 87 votes were east, of whom a majority 
voted the Free-State Ucket. 

IXth Distriot. 

Fort Riley and Pawnee are in this District. The lat- 
tw place was selected by the Governor as the tempo- 
rary capital, and he designed there te expend the sums 
appropriaiied by Oongreas Ux the construction of suitable 
houses for the Legislature. A good deal of building wati 
then being done at the fort near by. For these reasons, 
a number of mechanics, mostly from Fennsylvania, came 
into this district in March, 1855, to seek employment. 
Some of these voted at the election. The construction 
of the capital was first postponed, then .abandonied, and 
finally the site of the town was declared by the Seere^ 
tary of .War to be witibin the military reservation of 
Fort Riley. Some of the inhabitants returned to the 
States, and some went to other parts of the Territory. 
Tour Committee find that they came as settlers, intend- 
ing to remain as such, and were entitled to vote. 

Xth District. 

In this district, ten persons belon^ng to the Wyandot 
tribe of Indians voted. They were of that class who 
under the law were entitled to vote ; but their residence 
was in Wyandot Village, at the mouth of Kansas River, 
and they had no right to vote in this district. They 
voted the Pro-Slavery ticket. Eleven men recently from 
Pennsylvania voted the Free-State Ticket. From the 
testimony, they had not; at the time of the election, so 
established their residence as to have entitled them to 
vote. In both these classes of cases, the judges exam- 
ined the voters ^nder oath and allowed them to vote, 
and in all respects the election seems to have been con- 
ducted fairly. The rejection of both would not have 
changed the result. This and the Vlllth Election District 
formed one representative district, and w^ the only one 
to which the invasion from Missouri did not extend. 

XItb District, 

The IXth, Xth, Xlth and Xllth Election Districtb, 
being all sparsely settled, were attached together as a 
Council District, and the Xlth and Xllth as a Repre- 
sentative District. This ElecUen District is 60 miles north 
from Pawnee, and 150 miles from Kansas City. It is Uie 
northwest settlement in the Territory, and contained, 
when the census was taken, but 8Q Inhabitants, of whom 
24 were voters. There was on the day of election no 
white settlement about Marysville, the place of voting, 
for 40 miles, except that Marshall and Bishop kept a 
store and ferry at the crossing of the Big Blue and the 
California r:ad. Yourw Committee were unable to pro- 
cure witnesses fromthis distriotw Persons who were pre- 
sent at the election were duly summoned by an officer, 
and among them was F. J. Marshall, the member of the 
House from that district. On his return, the officer was 
arrested and detained, and persons bearing the names 
of some of the witnesses summoned were stopped near 
Leoompton, and did not appear before the Committee. 
The returns riu>w that, in defiance of the Governor's 
proclamation, the voting was 4nva voce^ instead of by 
ballot- 828 names appear upon the poll-books as voting, 
and by comparing these names with those on the census 
roUs, we find that but seven of the latter voted. The 
peroon voted for as Representative, F. J. Marshall, was 
chief owner of the store at Marysville, and was there 
sometimes, but his family lived in Weston. John Don- 
aldson, the candidate voted for the Council, then lived 
in Jackson County, Missouri. 

On the day after the election, Mr. Marshall, with 25 or 
80 m»n from Weston, Mo., was on the way from Marys- 
ville to the State. Some of the piuty told a witness who 
had formerly resided at Weston, that they were up at 
Marysville and carried the day for .Missouri, and that 
they had voted about 160 votes. Mr. Marshall paid the 
bill at that point for the purty. 

There does not appear to have been any emigration 
into that district in M^rch, 185S, after the census wac 
taken, and, judging from the best test in the power of 
your Committee, there were but seven legal votes cast in 
the district, and 821 iUegal. 

XIlTH District. 

The election in this district was oondueted Cairly. No 
complaint was made thatiil^;al votes were caat. 

XUIth District. 

Previous to the day of election, several hundreds of 
Missourians firom Platte, Clay, Boone, Clinton, And How> 
ard counties, came into the district in wagons and on 
horseback, and camped thiere. They were armed with 
guns, revolvers, and bowie-knlres and had badges of 
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hemp in their batton-holes and elsewhere about their 
persons. They claimed to bare a right to vote, from the 
fact that they were there on the ground, and had, or 
intended to make, claims in the Territory, although their 
famili^ were in Missouri 

The Judges appointed by the Q^orernor opened the 
polls, and some' persons offered to vote, and when their 
▼otes were rejected on the ground that they were not 
residents of the -district, the crowd threatened' to tear the 
house down it the Judges did not leave. The Judges then 
withdrew, taking the poll-books with them. The crowd 
then proceeded to select other persons to act as Judges, 
and the electio% went on. Those persons voting who 
were sworn were asked if they considered themselves 
residents of the district, and if they said they did, they 
were allowed to vote. But few of the residents were 
present and voted, and the Free-State men, as a general 
thing, did not vote. After the Missourian^ got through 
voting, they returned home. A formal return was made 
by the judges of election setting out the facts, but it was 
not verified. The number of legal voters in this district 
was 96, of whom a majority were Free-State men. Of 
these — voted. The total number of votes cast was 296. 

XIYtr District. 
It was generally rumored In this district, for some da3rs 
before the election, that the Missourians were coming 
over to vote. Previous to the election, men from Mis- 
souri' came into the district, aqd electioneered for the 
Pro-Slavery candidates. Gen. David R. Atchison and a 
party controlled the nominations in one of the pritnary 
elections. 

Burs Oak Prbcinct. 

Several hundred Missourians from Duchanan, Platte, 
and Andrew counties, Mo., including a great many of the 
prominent citlsens of St. Joseph, came into this precinct 
the day before, and on the day of election, in wagons 
and on horses, and encamped there. Arrangements were 
made for them to cross the ferry at St. Joseph free of 
expense to themselves. They were armed with bowie- 
knives and pistols, guns and rifles. On the morning of 
tho election, the Free-State candidates resigned in a 
body, on account of the presence of the large number of 
armed Missourians, at which the crOwd cheered and 
hurrahed. Gen. B. F. Stringfellow was present, and was 
prominent in promoting the election of the Pro-Sl,avery 
ticket, as was also the Hon. Willard P. Hall, and others 
of the most prominent, citlsens of St. Joseph, Mo. But 
one of the Judges of election, appointed by ^e Governor, 
served on that day, and the crowd chose two others to 
supply the vacancies. 

The Missourians said they came there to vote for, and 
secure the election of, Major Wm. P. Richardson. M^jor 
Richardson, elected to the Council, had a farm in 
IkUssouri, wnere his wife and daughter lived with his son- 
in-law, Willard P. Hall, he himself generally going home 
to Missouri every Saturday night. The farm was gene- 
rally known as the Richardson farm. He had a claim in 
the Territory, upon which was a saw-mill, and where he 
generally remained during the week. 

Some of the Missourians 'gave as their reason for voting 
that they had heard that eastern emigrants were to be at 
that election, though no eastern emigrants were there. 
Others said they were going .to vote for the purpose of 
making Kansas a Slave State. 

Some claimed that they had a right to vote, under the 
provisions of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, ft'om the fact that 
they were present on the ground on the day of election. 

The Free-State men generally did not vote, and 
those who did vbte, voted generally for John H. White- 
head, Pro-Slavery, for Council, against Major Wm. P. 
Richardson, and did not vote at all for members of the 
Lower House. 

The parties were pretty nearly equally divided In the 
district, some being of opinion that the Free-State 
party had a small majority, and others that the Pro- 
Slavery party had a small majority. After the election 
was over and the polls were closed, the Missourians re- 
turned home. During the day, they had provisions and 
liquor served out, free of expense, to all. 

Doniphan Prkoingt. 

The evening before the election, some 200 or more 
Missourians from Platte, Buchanan, Saline, and Clay 
counties, Missouri, came into this precinct, with tents, 
music, wagons, and provisions, and armed with guns, 
rifles, ptetob, and bowie-knives, and encamped about 
two miles from the place of voting They said they came 
to vote, to make E[ansas a Slave State, and intended to 
return to Missouri after they had voted. 

On the morning of the election, the Judges appointed 
by the Governor would not serve, and others were 
appointed by tiie crowd. The Missourians were allowed 



to vote without being sworn — some of them voting as 
many as eight or nine times ; changing their hats and 
coats, and giving indifferent nam^ each time. After 
they had voted, they returned to Missouri. The Free- 
State men generally did not vote, though constituting a 
majority in the precinct. Upoh counting the ballots in 
the box and the names on the poll-lists, it was found 
that there were too many ballots, and one of the Judges 
of election took out ballots -enough to make the two num« 
bers correspond. 

WOLV.RrVEB PRBOINOr. 

The number of voters in the distri^ by the census was 
884 —of these 124 voted. The testimony shows that quite 
a number of persons whose legal residence was in the 
populous county of Buchanan, Mo., on the opposite side 
of the river, had claims in the TeiTitory. Some ranged 
cattle, and others marked' out their claim and buUt a 
cabin, and' sold this incipient title where they could. 
They were not residents of the Territory in any Just or 
legal sense. A number of settlers moved into the district 
in the month of March. Your Committee are satisfied, 
after a careful analysis of the records and testimony, 
that the number of legal votes cast did not exceed 200~ 
out of 727. 

XYth District. 

The election in this district was held in the house of a 
Mr. Hayes. On the day of election, a crowd of firom 400 
to t*^ men collected around the polls, of which the great 
body were citizens of Missouri. One of the Judges of 
election, in his testimony, states that the strangers com- 
menced crowding around the polls, and that then the 
residents left. Threats were made before and during the 
election day that there should be no Free-State can- 
didates, although there were nearly or quite as many 
Free-State as Pro-Slavery men resident in the district. 
Most of the crowd were drinking and carousing, cursing 
the Abolitionists and threatening the only Free-State 
judge of election. A majority of those who voted wors 
hemp in their button-holes, and their password was, 
" all right on the hemp." Many of the Missourians were 
known and are named by the witnesses. Several 
speeches were made by them at the polls, and amonf 
those who spoke were Major Oliver, one of your Com- 
mittee, CoL Bums, and Lalan Williams, of Platte County. 
Major Oliver urged upon all present to use no harsh 
words, and expressed the hope that nothing would be 
said or done to harm the feelings of the most sensitive on 
the other side. He gave some grounds, based on the 
Missouri Compromise, in regard to the right of voting, 
and was understood to excuse the Missourians for voting. 
Your Committee are satisfied that he d^d not vote. CoL 
Burns recommended all to vote, and he hoped none 
would go home without voting. Some of the Pro- 
Slavery residents were much dissatisfied at the inter- 
ference with their rights by the Missourians,, and for that 
reason— because refiection convinced them that it would 
be better to have Kansas a Free-Btate— they ** fell over 
the fence." The judges requested^the voters to take an 
oath that they were actual residents. They objected at 
first, some saying they had a claim, or " I am here." 
But the Free-State judge insisted upon the oath, and his 
associates, who at first were disposed to waive it, coin- 
cided with him, and the voters all took it after some 
grumbling. One said he cut him some poles and laid them 
in the shape of a square, and that made him a claim ; and 
another said that he had cut him a few stlclts of wood, 
and that made him a claim. The Free-State men did not 
vote, although they believed their numbers to be equal 
to the Pro-Slavery settlers, and some claimed that they 
had the majority. They were deterred by threats 
throughout by the Missourians, before and on the day of 
election, from putting up candidates, and no candidates 
were run, for this reason— that there was a credited 
rumor previously that the Missourians would control the 
election. The Free-State Judge was threatened with ex- 
pulsion from the polls, and a young man thrust a pistol 
into the window through which the votes .were received. 
The whole number of votes cast was 417 ; of the names 
on the poll-book,. but 62 are in the census-rolls, and the 
testimony shows that a small portion, estimated by one 
witness at one- quarter of the legal voters, voted. Your 
Committee estimate the number of legal voters at 80. 
One of the Judges referred to, certified to the Governor 
that the election was fairly conducted. It was not con- 
tested, because no one would take the responsibility of 
doing it, as it was not considered safe, and that if 
another election was held, the residents would fare no 
better. 

XYItu District. 

For some time previous to the election, meetings wer« 
held and arrangements made ia MlMourl to get up conk> 
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IMtnles to come over to tlie Territory and vote, and the 
ilny before, and on the day of election, large bodies of 
Missourians from Platte, Olay, Ray, Charlt<in, Oarrol. 
Dlinton, and Saline coanties, Missouri, came into this 
listrict and camped there. They were armed with pistols 
ftod boirie-kniyes, and some with guns and rifleti, and 
aad badges of hemp in their buttoD'iioleM and elsewhere 
aboat their persons. 

On the morning of the election, there were from 1,000 
to 1,400 persons present on the ground. Previous to the 
e'eciion, the Missourians endeavored to persuade the two 
Free-Siate Judges to resign, by making threats of personal 
violence to them, one of whom resigned on the morning 
of election, and the crowd chose another to fill his place. 
But one of the Judges, the Free-State judge, would take 
the oath prescribed by the Governor, the other two 
deciding that they had no right to swear uny one who 
offered to vote, but that all on the ground were entitled 
to vote. The only votes refused were some Delaware 
Indians, some Bo Wyandot Indians being allowed to 
vote. . . .' . 

Tlie Free-State men generally did not vote at that elec- 
tion ; and no newly-arrived Eastern emigrants were there. 
The Fiee-State Judge of election refused to sign tiie re- 
turns until the words ** by lawful resident voters" were 
Btricken out, which was done, 'and the returns made in 
that way. The election was contested, and a new elec- 
tion ordered by Gov. Reeder, for the 22d of May. ' 

The testimony is divided as to the relative strength of 
parties in this district. The whole number of voters in 
the district, according to the census returns, was 8S6 ; 
and, according to a very carefully prepared list of voters, 
prepared for the Pro-Stavery candidates and other Pro- 
filavery men, a few days previous to the election, there 
were 806 voters in the district, including those who had 
claims but did not live on them. The whole number of 
rotes cast was 964. Of those named in the census lu6 
voted. Your Committee, npon careful examination, are 
tatJsfled that there were not over 150 legal votes cast, 
caving 814 illegal votes. 

XVIlTH District. 

The election in this district seems tp have been fairly 



conducted, and not contested at aU. 
Pro-ifiavery party had the majority. 



In this district. tb« 



XVIIlTH DiBTKICT. 

Previous to the election. Gen. David R. Atchison of 
Pi))tte City, Missouri, got up a company of Missourians, 
and passing through Weston, Missouri, went over into 
the Territory. He remained all night at the house of— — 
and then exhibited his arras, of which he had an abund- 
ance. He proceeded to tiie Nemaha (XYIIIth) district. 
On his way, he and his party attended a Nominating Con- 
vention in the XlVth District, and proposed and caust^d 
to be nominated a set of candidates ill opposition to the 
wishes of the Pro-Slavery residents of the 'district. At 
that Convention, he said that there were 1,100 men 
coming over from Platte County, and if that wasnH 
enough, they could send 6,000 more — that they came to 
vote, and would vote or kill every G — d d — d Abolitionist 
in the Territory. 

On the day of election, the Missourians, under Atchi- 
son, who were encamped there, came up to the polls in the 
XVlIIth District, taking tiie oath that they were residents 
of the district. The Missourians were all armed with 
pistols or bowie-knives, and said there were 60 in their 
company. But 17 votes given on that day were given 
by residents of the district. Tiie wliule numoer of votes 
was 62. 

R. L. ^irk, one of the candidates, came into the dia- 
trict from Missouri about a week before the election, and 
boarded there. He left after the election, and was not at 
the time a legal resident of the district in which he was 
elected. No protest was sent to the Governor on account 
of threats made against any wlio should dare to contest 
the election. 

The following tables embody the result of the examina- 
tion of your Committee in regard to thl^ election. In 
some of the districts, it was impossible to ascertain the 
precise number of the legal votes cast, and especially in 
the XlVth, XVth, and XVIih Districts. In such cases, 
the number of legal and illegal votes cast is stated, after 
a careful redxamination of all the testimony and records 
concerning the election c 
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Bythe election, as conducted, the Pro-Slavery candi-i them, in both the Council add the House, did not *♦ reside 
dates in every district but the Vlllth representative dis- in " and were not •inhabitants of" the district foi 
trict, received a mHJoriiy of the votes ; and several of I which they were elected, as required by the organic l»»— 
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By that aet It was dedared to be th« tni« intent and 
meaning of this act to leave the people thereof perffectly 
free to form and regulate their domestio Institutions 
to their own way, sufetjeot to the Constitution of the 
United States. 

So careful was Congress of the right of popular 
. sovereignty, that to secure it to the people, without a 
single petition Arom any portion of the country, they 
removed the restriction sgainst Slavery imposed by the 
Missouri Oompromlse. And yet this right, so carefully 
secured, was thus by force and fraud overthrown by a 
portion of the people of an adjoining Stat«. 
•The strilcing difference between this Republic and other 
Republics on this Continent, is not in the provisions of 
coostitntions and laws, but that here changes In the ad- 
ministration of those laws have t>een made peacefully and 
foietly'through ihe bailot-l>oz. This invasion is the first 
and only one in the history of our Government, by 
which an organised force from one State has elected a 
Legislature for another State or Territory, and as such it 
tihouid have been resisted by the wh'oie executive power 
of the National Government. 

Your Committee are of the opinion that the Constitu- 
tion and laws of the United States have invested the 
President and Governor of the Territory with ample 
power for this purpose. They could only act after re- 
ceiving authentic Information of the facts ; but when re- 
ceived, whether before or after the oertifici^tes of election 
were granted, this power should have been exercised to 
its fullest extent. It is not to be tolerated that a legisla- 
tive body thus selected should assume or. exercise any 
lefrislative functions; and their enactments should be 
r^sg'irdad as ntill and void ; nor should the question of 
iu legal existence as a legislative body be determined by 
itself, as that would be aitoiringthe criminal to judge of 
hid own crime. In section twenty-two of the organic' act 
ii i'i provided, that ** the persons having the highest num- 
ber of legal votes in each of said Council-districts for 
members uf the Council, shall be declared by the Governor 
to be duly elected to the Council, and the persons having 
tlie iiighest number of legal votes for the House of Repre- 
sentatives, shall be declared by the Governor duly 
elected members of said House.*' The proclamation of 
the Governor required a verified notice of a contest when 
uue was made, to be filed with him within four days 
after the election. Within that time, he did not obtain 
Information as to force or fraud in any except the fol- 
lowing districts, and in these there were material defects 
in the returns of election. Without deciding upon bis 
power to set aside elections for force and flraud, they 
were set aside for the following reasons : 

In the 1st District, because the words " by lawful resi- 
dent voters," were stricken from the return.' 

In the lid District, because the oath was administered 
by G. W. Taylor, who was not authorised to administer an 
Datii. 

In the nid District, because material erasures from the 
printed form of the oath were purposely made. 

In the IVth District, for the same reason. 

In the Vlltb District, because the Judges were not sworn 
at all. 

In the Xlth District, because the returns show the 
election to have been held viva voce instead of by ballot. 

In the XYIth District, because the words ** by lawfUl 
residence" were stricken from the retarns. 

ABSTRACT OF THE RETURNS OF ELECTION OF 

MAY 2S, 1856. 
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Although the fraud and force In other districts were 
equally great as in these, yet, as the Governor had no 
JiHTormation in regard to them, he issued certificates ac- 
cording to the returns. 




Tonr Connnittee here fslt It to be their duty not only to 
inquire into and collect evidence in regard to force and 
fraud attempted and practiced at the elections in Ui« 
Territory, but also into the facts and pretexts by which 
this force and flraud has been excused and Justified ; and 
for this purpose your Committee have allowed the decla- 
rations of non-resident voters to be given as evidence in 
their own behalf, also the declHratlons of all who came 
up the Missenri River v emigrants in, March, 18561, 
whether they voted or not, and whether- they came, into 
the Territory at all or not; and also the rumors wiiioh 
were circulated among the people of MiMouri previous to 
the election. The great body of the testimony taken at 
the instance of the sitting Delegate is of this character. 

When the declarations of parties passing up the river 
were offered in evidence, your Committee received them 
upon the distinct statement that they would be excluded 
unless the persons making the declarations were by other 
proof shown to have been connected with the elections. 
This proof WHS not made, and therefore much of this elasv 
of testimony ii Incompetent by the rules of law, but is 
allowed to remain as tending to show the caose of the 
action of the citisens of Missouri. 

The alleged causes of the invasion of March, 18S6, ar« 
included in the following charges : 

I. That the New-England Aid Society of Boston was 
then importing into the Territory large numbers of men, 
merely for the purpose of controlling the elections. That 
they came without women, children, or bas^age, went 
Into the Territory, voted, and returned again. 

IL That men were hired in the Eastern or Northern 
States, or induced to go into the Territory, solely to vote, 
and not to settle, and by so doing to make it a Free State. 

IIL That the Governor of the Territory purposely post- 
poned the day of election to allow thi^ emigration to 
arrive, and notified the Emigrrant Aid Society, and per- 
sons in the Eastern States, of the day of election, before 
he gave notice to the people of Missouri aitd the Territory. 

That these charges were industriously circulated ; that 
grossly exaggerated statements were made in regard to 
them; that the newspaper press and leading men in 
public meetings in Western Missouri, aided In one case by 
a Chaplain of the United States Army, gave currency 
and credit to them, and thus excited the people, and 
induced many well-meaning citiiens of Missouri to marcn 
into the Territory to meet and repel the alleged Eastern 
paupers and Abolitionists, is fully proven by many wilH 
nesses. 

But these charges are not sustained by the proof. 

In April, 1864, the General Assembly of Bf assachcsetts 
passed an act entitled " An act to Incorporate the IJaasa- 
chusetts Emigrant Aid Society." The otgectof theS< ciety, 
as declared in the first section of this act, was " f >r the 
purpose of assisting emigrants to settle in the West." 
The moneyed capital of the corporation was not to 
exceed five millions of dollars ; but no more than ft ur per 
cent, could be assessed during the year 1864. ijid no 
more than ten per cent, in any one year thereaftt r. No 
organisation wa4 perfected, or proceedings had, under 
this law. 

On the 24th day of July, 1864, certain persons '.n Bos- 
ton, Massachusetts, concluded articles of agreem( nt and 
association for an Emigrant Aid Society. The pur^^se of 
this association was declared to be " assisting eniigrants 
to settle in the West." Under these articles of associa- 
tion, each stockholder was individually liable. To avoid 
this difficulty, an application was made to' the General 
Assembly of Massachusetts for an act of Incorporation, 
which was granted. On the 21st day of February, ISbS^ 
an act was passed to incorporate the New England 
Emigrant Aid Company. The purposes of this act were 
declared to be ^* directing emigration westward, and 
aiding and providing accommodation for emigrants after 
arriving at their place of destination." The capital 
stock of the corporation was not to exceed one million 
of dollars. Under this charter, a company was organiied. 

Your Connnittee have examined some of Its ofllceni, and 
a portion of its circulars and records, to ascertidXi what has 
been done by it. The public attention at that Ume waa 
directed to the Territory of Kansas, and emigration natu- 
rally tended in that direction. To ascertidn its charactet 
and resources, this Company sent its agent into it, and the 
information thus obtained was published. The Company 
made arrangements, with various tines of transpdrtation to 
reduce the expense of emigration into the Territory, and 
procured tickets at the reduced rates. Applications were 
made to the Company by persons deriring to emigrate ; 
and when they were numerous enough to form a party of 
convenient sise, tickets were sold to tiiem at the reduced 
rates. An agent acquainted with the route was selected to 
accompany them. Their baggage was checked, and alt 
trouble and danger of los9 to the emigrant in this way 
ivvoided. 
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Under these arrangements^ companies went Into the 
Territory in the Fall of 1854, under the articles of associa- 
tion referred to. The company did not pay any portion of 
the fare, nor furnish any personal or real property to the 
mnigrant. The company, during lb56, sent into the Terri- 
tory from eight to ten saw-mills, purchased one hotel in 
Kansas City, which they subsequently sold, built one hotel 
at Lawrence, and owned one other building in that place. 
In some cases, to induce them to make improvements, 
town lots were given to them by town associations in this 
Territory. They held no property of any other kind or 
description. They imposed ho condition upon thglr emi- 
grants, and did not inquire into their political, religious, or 
social opinions. The total ^mount expended by them, iS- 
eluding the salaries of their agents and ofiBcers, and the 
expenses incident to all organizations, was less 'than 
$100,000. 

Their purposes, so far ais your Committee can ascertain, 
were lawful, and contributed to supply these wants most 
experienced, in the settlement of a new country. 

The only persons or company who emigrated into- the 
Territory under the auspices of the Emigrant Aid Society 
In 18S5, prior to the election in March, was a party of 169 
persons, who came un(|er the charge of Charles Robin- 
son. 

In this party, there were 67 wometi and children. They 
came as actual settlers, intending to make their homes in 
the Territory, and for no other purpose, They had about 
their persons but little baggage ; usually sufficient cloth- 
ing in a carpet-sack for a Aort time. . Thefa: personal ef- 
fects, such as clothing, furnituie, etc., were put into trunks 
and boxes ; and for convenience in selectuig, and cheap- 
ness in transportir^, was marked " Kansas party bag- 
gage, care B. Slater, St. Louis." Generally, this was. con- 
Bigned as freight, in the usual way. to the care of a com- 
mission merchant. This party had, m addition to the usual 
allowance of one hundred pounds to each passenger, a 
large quantity of baggage on which the respective owners 
paid the usual extra freight. Each passenger or party 
paid Ills or their own expenses ; and the only benefit they 
derived from the Society, not shared by all the people of 
the Territory, was the reduction of about $7 in the 
price of the fare, the convenience *of traveling in a com- 
pany instead of alone, and the cheapness and faclHty of 
tx-ansporting their freight through regular agents. Subse- 
quently, many emigrants, being either disappointed . with 
tlie country or its poUtical condition, or deceived by the 
statements made by. the newspapers and by the agents of 
the Society, became dissatisfied, and returned, both before 
and after the election, to their old homes. Most of them 
are now settlers in the Territory. Some few voted at the 
election in Lawrence, but the number was small. The 
names of these emigrants have been ascertained, and 

> of them were found upon the poll-books. This 

company of peaceful emigrants, moving with their house- 
tiold goods, was distorted into an invading horde- of pauper 
Abolitionists, who were, with others of a similar character, 
to control the domestic institutions of the Territory, and 
then overturn those of a neighboring powerful State. 

In regard to the second ^^rge : There is no proof that 
any man was either hired or induced to come into the 
Territory from any Free State, merely to vote. The en- 
tire emigration in March, 1855, is estimated at 500 persons, 
including men, wotaen, and children. They came on 
steamboats up the. Missouri River, in the ordinary course 
of emigration. Many returned /or causes similar to those 
before stated ; but the body of them are now residents. 
The only persons of those who were connected by proof 
with the election, were some who voted at the Big Blue 
Precinct in the Xtb District, and at Pawnee, in the IXth 
District. Their purpose and character are .stated in a 
former part of this report. 

The third charge is entirely groundlesg. The organic 
law requires the Governor to cause an enumeration of the 
inhabitants and legal voters to be made ; and that he ap- 
portion the members of the Council and House, according 
to this enumeration. For reasons stated by persons en- 
gaged in taking the census, it was not completed until the 
early part of March, 1855. At that time, the day of hold- 
ing the elecMon had not been, and could not have been, 
named by the Governor. So soon as practicable after the 
returns were brought in, he issued his proclamation for 
an election, and named the earliest day, consistent with 
due noUce, as the day. of election. The day on which the 
election was to be held was a matter of coqjecture all 
over the country ; but it was generally known that it would 
be in the latter part of March. The precise day was not 
knovn by any one until the proclamation issued.. It was 
not tmown to the agents of the Emigrant Aid Society in 
Boston on the 13th of March, 1855, when the party of emi- 
grants before referred to, left. 

Tour Committee are satisfied that these charges were 
made the mere pretext to induce an armed inva^on into 



the Territory, as a means to control the election and es. 
tablish Slavery there. 

The real purpose is avowed. and illustrated by the testi" 
mony and conduct of Colonel Joim Scott, of St. Joseph's, 
Missouri, who acted as the attorney for the sitting dele- 
gate before your Committee. The following are extracts 
from his deposition : 

■ •' Prior to the election In Burr-Oak precinct, in the XlVth Dis- 
trict, on the, 1-9 h of November, 1854, 1 had been a resident pf 
' Missotirl, and I then determined, if I found it necessary, to be- 
I come a resident of Kansas Territory. On the day ppeviocw to 
that election, I settled up my board at my boardhig-house, in 
St. Joseph's, MissoiM,' and went over to the Territory, and 
took boarding with Mr. Bryant, near whose house the polls 
were held the next day, for one month, so that I might have It In 
my power, by merely determlntng to do so, to become a resi- 
dent of the Territory on the day of election. • 

" When my name was proposed as a Judge of Election, ob 

Jections were made by two persons only I then 

publicly informed those present, that I bad a claim In the Ter- 
ritory ; that I hud taken board in the Territory for a month ; 
and that I could, at any moment, become an actual resident 
and legal voter iu the Territory, and that I would <fo so, if I 
concluded at any time during the day that my vote would be 
necessary to carry that precinct to favor of the Pro-Slavery 
candidate for delegate to Congress. .... I did not dar- 
ing the dav consider it necessary to become a resident oi the 
'territory for the purpose mentioned, and did not vote nor offer 
to vote at that election. 

" I held the office of City- Attorney for St. Joseph^ at that 
time, and had held it for two or three years previously, ind 

continued to hold it u;itil this spring I voted «t 

an election in St. Joseph's, in the spring of 1856, and was re- 
appointed Ciiy-Attorney. The question of Slavery was put In 
issue at the elKctiou of November, 1854, to the same extent as 
in every election In this Territory. Gen. Whitfield was rer 
garded as the Pro-Slavery candidate for the Pro-Slavery party. 
I regarded the question of Slavery as the primarily prominent 
issue at that election, and, so Csu: as I kndw, all parties agreed 
in making that question the issue of that election. 

" X( is my intention, and the intention of a gi eat many other 
ifinsow iann now reMdent in Mixttquri, v.henerer the Slavery imiie 
is to be determined upon i/y tJie people of thig Territory in the 
adoption of the State (biifttitiUion, to lemone to this Territory in 
time to nrqitire Ute t ight to become legal votersk'tipon that queMion' 
The leiuHug purpofie of our intended removal to the Te- ritory i» to 
determine me dinnestie inMitutionn of thin Ten Ho y. when it corner 
to be a State, and we icoidd not come only for thatpuipose, and 
■M-onld never think of coming here hut for that purpoHe. Ibdieve 
there are a gi eat many in Missouri ufho are so sittutted.^* 

The invasion of March 80th left both parties in a state 
of excitement, tending direct^ to produce violence. The 
successful party was lawless and reckless while assuming 
the name of the ^^ Law and Order " party. The other 
party, at first surprised and confounded, was greatly irri- 
tated, and some resolved to prevent the success of the In- 
tasion. In some districts, as before stated, protests were 
sent to the Governor ; la others, this was prevented by 
threats ; in others, by the want of time, only four days 
being allowett by the proclamation for this purpose j and 
in others, by the belief that a new election would brmg a 
new invasion. About the same time, all classes of men 
commenced bearing de«Mlly weapons about the person, a 
practice which has continued to this time. Under these 
ch-cumstances, a slight or accidental quarrel produced 
unusual violence, and lawless acts became frequent. This 
evil' condition of tlie public mind, was further increased hj 
acts of violence in Western Missouri, where, in April, a 
newspaper press, called Th6 JParkaville Luminckiy^ was 
destroyed by a mob. 

About the same lime, Malcofan Clark assaulted Cede 
McCf ea at a squatter meeting in Leavenworth, and was 
shot by McCrea in alleged self-defense. 

On the 17th day of May. William Phillips, a lawyer of 
Leavenworth, was first notified to leave ; and upon liis re- 
fusal, was forcibly seized, taken across the river, and car- 
ried several miles into Missouri, and then tarred and 
feathered, -and one side of his head shaved, and other 
gross indignities put upon liis person. 

Previous to thi» outrage, a public meeting was h^ld, at 
which resolutions were unanunously passed, looking to 
unlawftil violence, and grossly intolerant in their charac- 
ter. The right of Aree speech upon the subject of Slavery 
was characterized as a disturbance of the peace and quiet . 
of the community, and as " circulating incendiary senti- 
ments." They say " to the peculiar friends of northern 
fanatics," " G<> home and do your treason where yjoxx. may 
find sympathy." Amtnig other resolves is the following : 

• ^^ReaoHed, That the Institution of Slavery is known and re- 
cognized in this Territory ; and we repel the doctrine that it ia 
a moral and political evil, and we hurl back with scorn upon 
Its slanderous authors the charge of inhumanity ; and we warn 
fidl persons not to come to our peaceful firesides to slander us, 
and sow the seeds of discord between the master and the ser- 
vant ; for, as much as we deprecate the necessity to which we 
may be driven j we cannot be responsible |6r the conse- 
quences." 

A Committee of Tl^ance of 80 men was appointed **t<» 
obserrs aad i*eport all such persons as shall . . . b]r 
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the expression of abolidon seniiments, produce disturb- 
ance -to the quiet of the ciUzens, or danger to their domes- 
tic relations ; and all such persons so offending shall be 
notified, and made to leave the Territory." * 

The meeting was " ably and eloquently addressed by 
Judge Lecompte, Colonel J. N. Bums of Western Missouri, 
and others." Thus the head of the Judiciary in the Terri- 
tory not only assisted at a public and bitterly partisan 
meeting, whose direct tendency was to produce violence and 
disorder, but, before any law is passed in the Territory, he 
pr^udges the character of the domestic institutions which 
the people of the Territory were, by their organic law, " left 
perfectly firee to form and regulate in their own way." 

On this committee were several of fhose who held certi- 
ficates of election as members of the legislature ; 8om6 of 
the others were then and stUl are residents of Missouri ; 
and many of the committee have since been appointed to 
the leading offices in the Territory, one of which is the 
sheriffalty of the county. Their first act was that of mob- 
bing Phillips. 

Subsequently, on the 25th of May, i..d. 1855, a public 
meeting was held, at which B. R. Rees, a member elect of 
the .'council; presided. The following resolutions, offered 
by Judge Payne, a member elect of the house, were unani- 
mously adopted : 

*'lte9ab>ed, That we heartily Indorse the action of the commit- 
tee of citizens that shaved, tarred and feathered, rode on a 
rail, and had sold by a negro, William Phillips, the mu^al 
perjurer. 

" RMoLotd, That we return our thanks to the committee for 
faithfully performing the trust eqjoined upon them by the Pro- 
Slavery party. 

" BaMv&d, That the committee be. now discharged. 

"Beaolved, That we severely condemn those Pro-Slavery 
men who, from mercenary motives, are calling upon the Pro- 
Slavery party to submit without farther action. 

" S^Mved, That in order to secure peace and Iiarmony to 
the commuDity, yfre now solemnly declare that the Pro- 
Slavery party will stand firmly by and carry out the resolu- 
tions reported by the committee appointed for that purpose on 
ttte memorable 30 Jx." 

The act of moral peijury here referred to is the swear- 
ing by Phillips to a truttiful protest in regard to the elec- 
tion of March 80, in the XVIth District. 

The members receiving theh- certificates of the Governor 
as members of the General Assembly of the Territory, met 
at Pawnee, the place appointed by the Governor, on the 
2d of July, A.D. 1855. Their proceedings are «tated in 
three printed books, herewith submitted, entitled respec- 
tively, "The Statutes of the Territory of Kansas," 't The 
Journal of the Council of the Territory of Kansas," and 
" The Journal of the Houfte of Representatives of the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas." 

Your Committee do not regard their enactments as valid 
laws. A legislature thus imposed upon a people cannot 
affect their political rights. Such an attempt to do so. If 
successful, is virtually an overthrow of the organic law, 
and reduces the people of the Territory to the condition 
of vassals to a neighboring State. To avoid the evils of 
anarchy, no armed or orgaiiiEed resistance to them should 
be made, but Ute citizens should appeal to the ballot-bot 
at pubfic elections, to the federal judiciary, and to Con- 
gress, for relief. Such, from the proofs would have been 
the course <of the people, but for the nature of these enact- 
ments and the manner in which they are enforced. Their 
character and their execution have been so intimately 
connected with one branch of this investigation — that re- 
lating to " violent and tumultuous proceeSngs in the Ter- 
ritory " — that we were compelled to examine them. 

The " laws " in the statute-books are general and spe- 
cial ; the latter are strictly of a local character, relating to 
bridges,' roads, and the like. The great body of the gene- 
ral laws are exact transcripts firom the Missouri code. To 
make them in some cases confonn to the organic act, 
separate acts were passed, defining the meaning of worids. 
Thus the word " State " is to be understood as meaxiing 
" Territory ;" the words " County Court" shall be construed 
to mean the board of commissioners transacting county 
boldness, or the Probate Court, according to the intent 
thereof. The words " Circuit Court" to mean "District 
Court." 

- The material differences in the Missouri and Kansas sta- 
tutes are upon the following subjects : The qualifications 
of voters and of members of the legislative assembly ; the 
official oath of all officers, attorneys, and voters ; the mode 
of selecting officers and their qualificaUons ; the slave 
code, and the qualifications of Jurors. 

Upon these subjects, the provisions of the Missouri code 
are such as are usual in many of the States. But by the 
" Kansas Statutes " ev^ry office in the Territory, execu- 
tive and judicial; was to be appointed by the legislature, 
or by some officer appointed by it. These appointments 
were not merely to meet a temporary exigency, but were 
to hold over two regular elections, and until after the 
general election in October, 185T, at which the members 



of the new council were to be elected. The new legisla- 
ture is required to meet on the first Monday in January, 
1853. Thus, by the terms of these " laws," the people 
have no control whatever over either the legislature, the 
executive, or the judicial departments of the Territoriai 
government until a time before wliich, by the natural pro- 
gress of population, the Territorial government will be su- 
perseded by a State government. 

No session of the le^lature is to be held during 1856, 
but the members of the House are to be elected in October 
of that year. A candidate, to be eligible at this election, 
must swear to support the fu^^tive slavje law ; and each 
Judge of election, and each voter, if challenged, must take 
the same oath. The same oath is required of every officer 
elected or appointed in the Territory, and of every attor- 
ney admitted to practice in the courts. 

A portion of the militia is required to muster on the day 
of. election. " Every firee white male citizen of the Unit^ 
States, and every free male Indian who is made a citizen 
by treaty or otherwise, and over the age of twenty-one 
years, and who shall be an inhaMtarU of the Territory 
and of the county and district in which he offers to vote, 
and shall have paid a Territorial tax, shall be a qualified 
elector for all elective offices." Two classes of persons 
were thus excluded, who, by the otganic act, were allowed 
to vote, viz. : those who would not swear to the oath re- 
quired, and those of foreign birth who had declared on 
oath their intention to become citizens. Any man of 
proper age who was in the Territbry on the day of elec- 
tion, and who had paid one dollar as a tax to the sheriff, 
who was required to be at the polls to receive it, could 
vote as an " inhabitant," although he had breakfasted in 
Missouri, and intended to return there for supper. There 
can be no ddubt that this unusual and unconstitutional 
provision was inserted to prevent a full and fair expres- 
sion of the popular will in the election of menders of the 
hotise, or to control It by non-residents. 

Ail Jurors are required to be selected by the sheriff, 
and "no person who is conscientiously .opposed to the 
holding of slaves, or who does not admit the right to 
hold slaves in the Territory, shall be 'a. Juror in any 
cause " affecting the right to hold slaves, or relating to 
slave property. 

The Slave Code, and every provision relating to 
slaves, are of a character intolerant and unusual even 
for that class of legislation. The character and con- 
duct of the men fippointed to, hold office in the Terri- 
tory contributed very much to produce the events 
which followed. Thus Samuel J. Jones was appointed 
sheriff of the county of Douglas, which included within 
it the 1st and lid Election Districts. He had made him- 
self peculiarly obnoxious to the settleis by his conduct 
on the 80th of March in the lid District, and by his 
burning the cabins of Joseph Oakley and Samuel Smith. 

An election for delegate to Congress, to be held on 
the 1st day of October, 1855, was provided for, with the 
same rules and regulations as were applied to other 
elections. The- Free-State men took no part in this 
election, having made arrangements for holding an 
election on the 9th of the same month. The citi2en8 of 
Missouri attended at the election of the 1st of October, 
some paying the dollar tax, and others not being re- 
quired to pay it. They were present and voted at the 
voting places of Atcluson and Doniphan, in Atchison 
County ; at Greene Springs, Johnson County ; at Willow 
Springs, Franklin, and ^ecompton, in Douglas County ; 
at. Fort Scott, Bourbon County; at Baptiste Paola, 
Lyklns County, where some Indians voted, some whites 
paying the $1 tax for them ; at Leavenworth City, and 
at Kickapoo City, Leavenworth County ; at the latter 
place, under the lead of Geix B. F. Stringfellow and Col. 
Lewis Barnes of Missouri. From two of the election 
precints at which it was alleged there was illegal voting 
— viz., Delaware and Wyandotte-7-your Committee 
failed to obtain the attendance of witnesses Your 
Committee did not deem it necessary, in regard to this 
election, to enter into details, as it was manifest that, 
from there being but one candidate— Gen. Whitfield— 
he mc^st have received a majority of the votes cast. 
This election, therefore, depends not on the number or 
character of the votes received, but upon the validity 
of the laws under which it was held. Sufficient testw 
mony was taken to show that the voting of citizens of 
Missouri was practiced at this election, as at all former 
elections in the Territory. The following table will ex- 
hibit the result of the testimony as regpards the number 
of legal and lUogal votes at this election. The county of 
Marshall embrace the same territory as was Included in 
the Xlth District ; and the reasons before stated indi- 
cate that the great majority of the votes then cast were 
either illegal or fictitious. In thei counties to which our 

examination extended, there were illegal votek cast, 

as near as the proof will enable us to determine. 
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ABSTRACT OF POLL-BOOKS OF OCTOBER 1, 1865. 



CiOUHTIlS. 


TOWXBHIPS. 


No. of Votes cast for 
J. W. Whitfield. 


B 


Total Totes cast. 


1 



> 

bo 



• d 


1 
1 

• 


Atchison .-. 

Bonrbon 


Grasshopper. 


7 

181 

242 

4 

29 

8 

42 

81 

66 

59 

58 

86 

42 

101 

108 

15 

42 

190 

42 

289 

150 

212 

246 

220 

67 

171 
6 
28 
28 
52 
14 


4 
"4 

1 
1 

5 


219 

242 

4 

29 

12 

882 
15 
45 

190 

895* 

2-20 

67 

171 

6 

28 

75 

14 


50 

4 

29 

12 
41 
81 
62 
59 
58 
28 
42 

58 
15 

90" 

70 

24 

* 6 
28 
28 
52 
14 


192 

1 
4 

68 

50 

100. 

50 
100 

150 
147 


Shannon 




Brown , . 




Oalhoun '. ... 




Davis 




Doniphan 


Burr Oak 


• 
• 

Douglas 


Iowa 


Wayne 


Washington 


Wolf River 


Franklin 


• 

Franklin 


Lawrence 


Lecompton 

T^illow Sprines 




Jefferson 




Johnson ^ 




Leavenworth 


Alexandria 


Lvkins 


Delaware 


Kickapoo 


Leavenworth 


Wyandotte 


• 


Lvnn 




Madison 


(See Wise Co.) 


Marshall 




Nemaha. 




Riley „ 




Shawnee #, 


One Hundred and Ten 

Tecumseh 


Wise 


fSounRil drove 





While these enactments of tlie alleged legislative as- 
sembly were being made, a movement was instituted to 
form a State goremment, and apply for admission into 
the Union as a State. The first step taken by the people 
of the Territory, in consequence of the invasion of March 
80, 1856, was the circulation for signature of a graphic 
anil truthful memorial to Congrress. Your Committee 
find that every allegation in this memorial has been sus- 
tained by the testimony. ' No Airther step was taken, as 
it was hoped that some action by the General Qovernment 
would protect them in their rights. When the alleged 
legislative assembly proceeded to construct the series of 
enactments referred to, the settlers were of opinion that 
■abmission to them would result in depriving them of the 
rights secured to them by the organic law. Their politi- 
cal condition was freely discussed in the Territory during 
tXie snmmer of 1855. Several meetings were held in 
reference to holding a convention to form a State gov- 
ernment, and to> apply for admission into the Union as a 
States Public opinion gradually settled in favor of such 
an application to the Congress to meet in December, 
18!y5. The first general meeting was held in Lawrence on 
the 15th of August, 1855. 

The following preamble and resolutions were then 
passed: 

**Wherea$, The people of Kansas have been, since its 
settlement, and now are, without any law-making power, 
therefore be it 

*' Retolved, That we, the people of Slansas Territory, in mass 
meeting assembled, irrespecUve of party distinctions, influ- 
enced by common necessity, and greatly desirous of pronooting 
the common good, dojiereby call upon and request all bonajtde 
citizens of Kansas Territory, of whatever political views or pre- 
dUectiobs, to eonsult together in their respective Election Dis- 
tricts and in mass convention or otherwise, elect three delegates 
for each representative to which said Election District is en- 
titled in the House of Representatives of the Legislative Assem- 
bly, by proclamation of Oovernor Reeder, of date 19th of 
March, 1865 ; said delegates to assemble in convention, at the 
town of Topeka, on the 19ih day of September, 1895, then and 
there to consider and determine upon all subjects of pubkn in- 
terest, and particularly upon that having reference to the 
speedy formation of a state Constitution, with an intention of 
an Immediate application to be adnaitted aSk* State into the 
Union of the United States of America." 

Other meetings were held in various parts of the'Terrl- 
iory, which indorsed the action of the Lawrence meeting. 



and delegates were selected in compliance with its recom- 
mendations. 

They met at Topeka, on the 19th day of September, 
1855. By their resolutions, they provided for the appoint- 
ment of an Executive Committee, to consist of seven per* 
sons, who were required td ** keep a record of their pro- 
ceedings, and shall have a general 8U[>erintendence of 
the affairs of the Territory so far as regards the organisa- 
tion of thov State Government:" They were required to 
take steps for an election to be held on the- second Tues- 
day of the October following, under regulations imposed 
by that CommitteCi '*for members of a Coiivention to 
form a Constitution, adopt a Bill of Rights for the people 
of Kansas, and take all needful measures for organising 
a State Government, preparatory to the admission of 
Kansas into the Union as a State." The rules prescribed 
were such as usually govern elections in most of the 
States of the Union, and in most respects were similar to 
those contained In the proclamation of Gov. Reeder for 
the election of March 80, 1855. 

The Executi-ve Committee appointed by that Conven- 
tion accepted their appointment, and entered upon the 
discharge of their duties by issuing a proclamation ad- 
dressed to the legal voters of Kansas, requesting them to 
meet at their several precincts, at the time and places 
named in Uie proclamation, then and there to oast their 
ballots for members of a Constitutional Convention, to 
meet at Topeka on the 4th Tuesday of October then 
next. 

The proclamation designated the places of elections, 
appointed Judges, recited the qualifications of voters and 
the apportionment of members of tlie Convention. 

After this proclamation was issuejd, public meetings 
were held in every district in the Territory, and in nearly 
every precinct. The State movement was a general 
topic of discussion throughout the Territory, and there 
was but little opposition exhibited to It. Elections were 
held at the time and places designated, and the returns 
were sent to the Executive Committee. 

The result of the election was proclaimed by the Execu* 
tive Committee, and the members elect were required to 
meet on the 28d day of October, 1855, at Topeka. In 
pursuance of this proclaAiation and direction, the Con- 
stitutional Convention met at the time and place ap- 
pointed, and formed a State Constitution. A memorial 
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to Congress was also prepared, praying for the adralBsioo 
of Kansas into the Union under tiuLt Constitution. The 
Conrention also provided that the question of the adop- 
tion of the Constitution and other questions be submitted 
to the people, and required the Executive Committee to 
talte the necessary steps for that purpose. 



Acoordittgl} , an eleettoawas-heM for that purpose 
the 15th day of December, 1855, in coapliance with th« 
proclamation issued by the Executive Committee. The 
retufns of this election were made by the Execiitive Com- 
mittee, and an abstract of them is contained ia the fol- 
lowing table : 



ABSTRACT OF THE ELECTION ON THE ADOPTION OF THE 
STATE CONSTITUTION, DEC. 16, 1866. 
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2 
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4 
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11 
18 

14 
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Constitution. 

r 


■ 

General Bank- 
ing Law. 


Exclusion of 
Negroes and 
■ Mulattoes. 
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No. Votes cast. 


Yes. 


So.] 


Yes. 


; No. 


Yes.. 


No. 

223 

20 

2 
15 

4 
64 

2 

"i 

7 

18 

2 

5 

17 

15 

19 

1 

iT 
6 
8 

1 

4 

1 

"e 
. 1 

2 
2 


li&wreDce. •.••••....•••••••. 


843 
72 
11 
48 

137 
18 

186 
42 
24 
85 
72 
21 
18 
12 
89 
. 42 
82 
56 
89 
8'J 
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20 
14 
19 
46 
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' 22 
28 
12 
23 
20 
47 
19 
7 
24 
15 
82 
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1 

• 2 

' 1 

4 

7 
2 

1 

18 

1 
5 


225 
59 

9 
81 
122 • 
18 
125 
41 
22 
28 
89 
16 

6 

6 
21 
8H 

4 
83 
82 
23 
16 

17 

15 

19 

5 

T 

1 

8 

7 

87 

1 

11 

4 

82 

68 

8 


88 
14 

8 
15 
11 

4 

9 

1 

2 
11 
88 
12 
16 

6 
19 
18 
88 
2t) 

7 

6 

6 
20 
14 

!• 
29 
84 
14 
16 
11 
20 
18 

6 
18 

4 
12 
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48 
12 
48 
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14 
69 
42 
22 
85 
69 
23 
2<l 
12 
25 
42 
83 
88 
26 
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20 
20 
14 

7 
40 
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' 21 
22 
12 
28 
16 
45 
19 

6 

18 
14 
8) 
71 

1 


856 

76 

12 

53 
1»7 

18 
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42 

24^ 
85 
72 
81 
21 
12 
48 
60 
87 
59 
44 
81 
21 
20 
14 
19 
45 
54 
22 
28 
12 
28 
20 
47 
19 
7 
24 
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as 
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Blanton » 

Palm vra. 


Fraulciin.. 

Bloominffton 


East Douelas 


Topeka 


WanhiDflrton. 


Brownsville.... 


Tecumiteh 


Prairie City 

Little Odaee 


BiflT 8u2ar. 


Neosho. 


Potawataniie ^ 

Little Suear 


Stanton 


Oaawatomie 

Titus 


Juniata 


Ohio Citv 


MiilCreelc..; 

St Marv's 


Waubaunsee 

Pa wuee . 


Qrasshopper Falls 

Doninhan 


Burr Oak ••....« 


Je:*s& Padur's 


Ocena 


Riclcapoo 


Pleasant Hill .• 


Indianri. 


Whitfield 

Wolf River 


St. J<»seph's Bottom 


Mt. Pleasant...... .^ «-. 

Easton .,. 

Mission , 


Total 


1781 


46 


1190 


564 


1^7 458 


1778 

















N. B. — PolUBook at Leavenworth was destroyed. 



The Executive Committee then issued a' proclamation 
reciting the results of the election of the 15th of Decem- 
ber, and at the same time provided for an election to 
be held on the 15th day of January, 1856, for State offi- 
cers and members of the General Assembly of the State 
of Kansas. An election was accordingly hetd in the seve- 
ral election-precincts, the returns of which were sent to 
the Executive Committee. 

The result of this, election was announced by a procla- 
mation by the Executive Committee. 

In accordance with the Constitution tbua adopted, 
tl)e members of the State Legislature and most of th« 
State officet*s met on the day and at the plac'e designated 
by the State Constitution, and took the oath* therein 
prescribed. 

After electing .United States Senators, pasidng gome 
preliminary laws, and appointing a Codifying Committee 
and preparing a Memorial to Congress, the General 
Assembly adjourned to meet on the 4th day of July, 
1866. 

The laws passed were all conditional upon the admis- 
rion of Kansas as a , State into the Union. These pro- 
ceedings weie regular, and, in the opinion of your 
Committee, the Constitution thus adopted faurly ex- 
presses the will of the majority of the settlers. They 
now await the action of Congress upon their memorial. 

These elections, whether they were conducted in pur- 
suance of law or not, were not illegal. 

Whether the result of them is sanctioned by the actioa 



of Congress, or tbey are regarded as the mere expreasiea 
of popular will, and Congress should refuse to grani ihm, 
{wayer of the memorial, that cannot affect their legality. 
The right of the people to assemble and express their 
political opinion in any form, whether by means of an 
election or a convention, is secured to them by the Con- 
stitution of the United States. Even if the elections are 
to be regarded as the act of a party, whether political or 
otherwise, they were proper, in accordance with exuxtr 
pies, both in States and Teriitories. 

The elections, however, werd preceded and followed 
by acts of violence on the part of those who opposed 
them, and those persons who approved and sustained 
the invasion from Missouri were peculiarly hostile to 
these peaceAil movements preliminai'y to the organisa- 
tion of a State government. Instances of this violence 
will be referred to hereafter. 

To provide for the election of delegates to Congr^^ 
and at the same time do it in such a manner as to obtain 
the judgment of the House of Representatives upon tlie 
validity of the alleged legislative assembly sitting at 
Shawnee Mission, a convention was held atBigSpi^gs 
on the 5th and 6th days of September, 1S55. This was & 
party convention, and a party calUng itself -the Free- 
State party was then orgianized. It was in no way con- 
nected with the State movement, except that the election 
of a delegate to Congress was fixed by it on the same 
day as the election of members of a. constitutional ooiv> 
ve\iti*>n. instead of tbe day prescribed by the allesged 
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legfslative asBembly. Andrew H. Reeddr was put ta 
nomination as Territorial delegate to Congress, and an 
election was provided for under the relations pre- 
scribed for the election of March 80, 1855. excepting as 
to the appointment of officers, and the persons to whom 
the returns of the elections bhould be made. The elec- 
tion was held in accordance with these regulations, and 
A. H. Reeder received 2,827 votes. 

The resolutions passed by this convention indicate the 
state of feeling which existed in the Territory in conse- 
quence of the invasion from Missouri, and the enact- 
ments of the alleged legislative assembly. The language 
of some of the resolutions is violent, and can only be 
justified either in consequence of the attempt to enforce 
the grossest acts of tyranny, or for the'purpose of guard- 
ing against a similar invasion in future. 

In the fall of 1855, there sprang out of the existing 
d ticords and excitement in the Territory, two secret 
Fi<^e-State societies. They were defensive in their cha- 
racter, and were designed to form a protection to their 
membe:s agAist unlawful acts of violence and assaults 
One of -tile societies was purely of a local character, and 
was confined to the town of Lawrence. Very shortly 
after its organization, it produced its desired effect, and 
then weht out of use and ceased to exist. Both societies 
were cumbersome, and of no utility except to give con- 
fidence to the Free-btate men, and enable them to know 
•ad aid e^ch other in contemplated danger. 8o far as 
the evidence shows, they led to no act of violence in 
resistance to either real or alleged taws. 

On the 21st day of November, 1855, F. M. Coleman, a 
Pro-Slavery man, and Charles W. Dow, a Free-State 
man, had a dispute about the division line between their 
respective claims. Several hours afterward, as Dow was 
passing from a blacksmith shop toward his claim, and 
by the cabin of Coleman, the. latter shot Dow with a 
double-barreled gun loaded with slugs. Dow was un- 
ai med. He fell across the road and died immediately. 
This was about 1 o^clock, p m. His dead body was al- 
lowed to lie where it fell until after sundown, when it was 
conveyed by Jacob Branson to his house, at which Dow 
boarded. The testioiony in regard to this homicide is 
▼oluminous, and shows clearly that it was a deliberate 
murder by Coleman, and that Harrison Bnlkley and a 
Mr. Hargous were accessories to it. The excitement 
caused by it was very great among all classes of the 
settlers. On the 26th, a large meeting of citizens was 
held at the place where the murder was committed, and 
resolutions passed that Coleman should be brought to 
justice. In the meantime, Coleman had gone to Missouri, 
and then to Gov. Shannon, at Shawnee Mission, in 
Johnson County. He was there taken into custody by 
S. J. Jones, then acting as Sheriff. No warrant was issued 
er exam nation had. On the day of the ipeeting at Hickory 
Point, Harrison Bradley procured a peace warrant 
against Jacob Branson, which was placed in the hands 
of Jones. That same evening, after Branson had gone 
to bed, Jones came to his cabin with a par^y of about 
85 persons, among whom were Hargous and Buckley- 
burst open the door, and saw Branson in bed. He then 
drew hiis pistol, cocked it, and presented it to Branson^s 
breast, and said, " Tou are my prisoner, and if you 
move I will blow you through." The others cocked their 
guns and gathered round him, and took him prisoner. 
They all mounted and went to Buckley's house. After 
a time, they went on a circuitous route toward Blanton s 
Bridge, stopping to " drink " on the way. As they ap- 
proached the bridge, thCre were thirteen in the party, 
several having stopped.' Jones rode up to the prisoner 
and, among other things, told him that he had " heard 
there were one hundred men at your house to-day," and 
'^that he regretted they were not there, and that they 
were cheated out of their sport." In the meantime, the 
alarm had been given in the neighborhood of Branson's 
arrest, and several of the settlers, among whom were 
some who had attended the meeting at Hickory Point 
that day, gathered together. They were greatly excited ; 
the alleged iojustice of such an arrest of a quiet settler, 
under a peace warrant by ** Sheriff Jones," aided by two 
xnen believed to be accessoi7 to a murder, an(f who were 
ailowed to be at large, exasperated them, and they pro- 
ceeded as rapidly as possible by a' nearer route than 
that taken by Jones, and stopped near the house of J. S. 
Abbott; one of them. They were on foot as Jones's 
party approached on a canter. !rhe rescuers suddenly 
formed across the road in front of Jones and his party. 
Jones halted, and asked, " What's up ?" The reply was, 
** That's what we want to know. What's up ?" Branson 
said, " They have got me a prisoner." Some one in the 
rescuing party told him to come over to their side. He 
did so, and dismounted, and the mule he rode was driven 
over to Jones's party : Jones then left. Of the persons 
engaged in this rescue, three were from Lawrencoi and 



bad attended the meeting. Tour Committee have 
deemed it proper to detail the particulars of this rescue, 
as it was made the groundwork of what is knowp as the 
Wakerusa War. On the same night of the rescue, the' 
cabins of Coleman and Buckley were burned, but by 
whom, is left in doubt by the testimony. 

On the morning of the rescue of Branson, Jones was 
at the village of Franklin, near Lawrence. The rescue 
was spoken of in the presence'of Jones, and more con- 
versation passed between two others in his presence, as 
to whether it was most proper to send for assistance to 
Col. Boone, in Missouri, or to Gov. Shannon. Jones 
wrote a dispatch and handed it to a messenger. As soon 
as he started, Jones said : " That man is taking my 
dispatch to Missouri, and by G — d I'll have revenge 
before I ^ee Missouri.'' . A person present, who was 
examined as a witness, complained publicly that the 
dispatch was not sent to the Governor ; and within half 
an hour one was sent to the Governor by Jones, through 
Hargous. Within a few days, large numbers of men 
from the State ef Missouri gatiiered and encamped on 
the Wakerusa. They brought with them all the equip- 
ments of war. To obtain them, a party of men under 
tho direction of Judge T. Y. Thompson broke into the. 
United States arsenal and armory at Liberty, Missouii, 
and after a forcible detention of Captain Leonard (then 
in charge), they took the cannon, muskets, rifles, powder, 
harness, and indeed all the materials and munitions ol 
war they desired, some of which have never been 
returned or accounted for. 

The chief hostility of this military foray was against 
the town of Lawrence, and this was especially the case 
with the officers of the law. 

Your Committee can 'bee in the testimony no reason, 
excuse, or palliation for this feeling Vp to this time^ no 
warrant or proclamation of any kind had been in the 
hands ofam^ qfficer agoMist any citiaen of Lawrence. 
No arrest had been attempted, and no writ resisted in 
that town. The rescue of Branson sprang out of a 
murder committed thirteen miles fk-om Lawrence, in a 
detached settlement, and neither the town nor its 
citizens extended any protection to Branson's rescuers. 
On the contrary, two or three days after the rescue, S. 
N. Wood, who claimed publicly to be one of the rescuing 
party, wished to be arrested for the purpose of testing 
the Territorial laws, and walked up to Sheriff Jones and 
shook hands with him, and exchanged other courtesies. 
He could have been arrested without difficulty, and it 
was his design, when he went to Mr. Jones, (to be ar*> 
rested ; but no attempt was made to do so. 

It is obvious that the only cause of this hostility is the 
known desire of the citizens of Lawrence to make Kansas 
a Free State, and their repugnance to laws imposed upon 
them by non-residents. 

Your Committee do not propose to detail the incidents 
connected with this foray. Fortunately for the peace of 
the country, a direct conflict between the opposing 
forces was avoided by an amicable arrangement. The 
losses sustained by the settleis in property taken and 
time and money expended in their own defense, added 
much to the trials incident to a new settlement. Many 
persons were unlawfully taken and detained— in some 
cases, under circumstances of gross cruelty. This was 
especially so in the arrest and treatment of Dr. G. A. 
Cutter and G. F. Warcen. They were taken, without 
cause or warrant, sixty miles from Lawrence, and when 
Dr. Cutter was quite sick. They were compelled to go 
to the camp at Lawrence, were puMnto the custody of 
"Sheriff Jones," who had no process to arrest them — 
they were taken into a small room kept as a liquor shop, 
which was open and very cold. That night, Jones came 
in with others, and went to ^^ playing poker at twenty- 
five cents ante." The prisoners wei e obliged to sit up 
all night, as there was no room to lie down, when the 
men were playing. Jones insulted them frequently, and 
told one of them he must either '*tell or swing." The 
guard then objected to this treatment of prisoners, and 
Jones desisted. . . . 

While we remained in the Territory, repeated acts of 
outrage were committed upon the quiet, unoffending citi- 
zens, of which we received authentic intelligence. Men 
were attacked on the highway, robbed, and subsequently 
imprisoned^ Men were seized and searched, and their 
weapons of defense taken from them without compensa- 
tion. Horses were frequently taken and appropriated. 
Oxen were taken from the yoke while plowing, and butch- 
ered in the presence of their owners. One young man 
was seized in the streets of the town of Atchison, and, im- 
der circumstances of gross barbarity, was tarred and cot- 
toned, and in that condition was sent to his family. All^ 
the provisions of the Constitution of the United StateSjSe-' 
curing persons and property, are utterly disregarded. The 
officers of the law, instead of protecting the people, were 
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in some instances engaged in these outrages, and in no in- 
stance did we learn that any man was arrested, indicted, 
or pushed for any of these crimes. While such offenses 
were committed with impunity, the laws were used as e 
means of indicting men for holding elections, preliminary ' 
to firaming a Constitution and applying for admission Luto 
the Union as the State of Kansas. Charges of high trea- 
son were made against prominent citizens upon grounds 
which seem to your Committee absurd and ridiculoui^, and 
under these charges they are now held in custody and are 
refused the privilege of bail In several cases, men were 
arrested in the State of Missouri, while passing on their 
lawful business through that State, and detained until in- 
dictments could be found in the Territory, 

These proceedings were followed by an offense of still 
greater magnitude. Under colox»>of legal process, a com- 
pany of about 700 armed men, the great body of whom, 
your Committee are satisfied, were not citizens of the Ter- 
ritory, marched into the town of Lawrence, under Mar- 
shal Donaldson and S. J. Jones, officers claiming to act 
under the law, and bombarded and then burned to the 
ground a valuable hotel and one private house ; destroyed 
two printing presses and material; and then, being re- 
leased by the officers, whose posse they claimed to be, pro- 
ceeded to sack, pillage, and rob houses, stores, trunks, etc., 
even to the clothing of* women and children. Some of the 
letters thus unlawfully taken were private ones, written by 
the contesting Delegate, and they were offered in evidence. 
Your C«Kimittee did not deem that the persons holding 
them had any right tlius to use them, and refused to be 
made the instruments to report private letters thus ob- 
tained. 

This force was not resisted, because It was collected and 
marsheded under the forms of law. But this act of bar- 
barity, unexampled U^the history of our Government, was 
followed by its natural consequences. All the restraints 
which American citizens are accustomed to pay even to 
the appearance of law, were thrown off ; one act of vio- 
lence led to another; homicides became frequent. A 
party under H. C. Pate, composed chiefly of citizens of 
Missouri, were taken prisoners by a party of settlers ; and 
while your Committee were at Westport, a company chiefly 
of Missourians, accompanied by the acting Delegate, went 
to relieve Pate and his party, and a coUision was prevented 
by the United States troops. Civil x^&r has seemed im- 
pending in the Territory. Nothing can prevent so great a 
calamity but the presence of & large force of United States 
troops, under a commander who will with prudence and 
dlscreuon quiet the excited passions of both parties, and 
expel with force the armed bands of lawless men coming 
from Missouri and elsewhere, who with criminal pertina- 
city infest that Territory. 

In some cases, and as to one entire election district, tiie 
condition of the country prevented the attendance of 
witnesses, who were either arrested or detained while obey- 
ing our process, or deterred from so doing. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms, who served the process upon tliem, was himself 
arrested or detained for a short time by an armed force, 
claiming to be a part of the posse of the Marshal, but 
was allowed to proceed upon an examination of liis pa- 

Sers, and was furnished with a pass, signed by '* Warren 
I. Wilkes, of South Carolina." John Upton, another offi- 
cer of the Committee, was subsequently stopped by a law- 
less force on the borders of the Territory, and after being 
'detained and treated with great indignity, was released. 
He -also was furnished with a pass signed by two citizens 
of Missouri, and addressed to "Pro-Slavery men." By 
reason of these disturbances, we were delayed in Westport, 
80 that while in session there, our time was but partially 
occupied. 

But tiie obstruction which created the most serious em- 
barrassment to your Committee, was the attempted arrest 
of Oov. Keeder, the contesting Delegate, upon a writ of 
attachment issued against hun by Judge Lecompte, to com- 
pel his attendance as a witness before the Grand Jury of 
Douglas County. William Fane, recently from the State 
of Georgia, and claimhi'g to be tlie Deputy Marshal, came 
into the room of the Committee, while Gov. Ree'der was 
examining a witness before us, and producing the writ re- 
quired Gov. Keeder to attend him. Subsequent events 
liave only strengthened the conviction of your Committee, 
that this wiis a wdnton and unlawful interference by the 
Judge who issued the writ, tentUng greatly to obstruct a full 
and fair investigation. Gov. Reeder and Gen. Whitfield 
alone were fully possessed of that local information which 
would enable us to elicit the whole truth, and it was obvi- 
cus to every one that any event wldch would separate 
either of them from the Committee, would necessarily hin- 
der, delay, and embarrass it^ Gov. Reeder claiiied that, 
under the circumstances in which he was placed, he was 
privileged from arrest except for treason, felony, or breach 
0f the peace. As this was a question of privilege, proper 
for the Courts, or for the privileged person alone to deter- 



mine on Ids peril, we declined to give him any ptotecUon 
or take any action in the matter. He refused to obey the 
writ, believing it to be a mere pretense to get the custody 
of his person, and fearing, as he alleged, that he would be 
ftjsassinated by lawless bands of .men then gathering in 
and near Lecompton. He then left the Territory. 

Subsequently, H. Miles Moore, an attorney in Leaven- 
worth City, but for several years a citizen of Weston, Mo., 
kindly furnished the Committee information as to the resi- 
dence of persons voting at the elections, and in some cases 
examined witnesses before us. He was arrested on the 
streets of that town by an armed band of about thirty 
men, headed by W. D. Wilkes, without any color of au- 
thority, confined, with other citizens, under a military 
guard for twenty-four hours, and then notified to leave tiie 
Territory. His testimony was regarded as important, and 
upon his sworn statement that it would endanger his per- 
son to give it openly, th6 majority of your Committee 
deemed h proper to examine him ex-parte, and did so. 

By .reason of these occurrences, the contestant and the 
party with and for whom he acied, were unitpresented be- 
fore us during a greater portion of the time, and your 
Committee were required to ascertain the truth in the best 
manner they could 

Your Committee report the following facts and conclu- 
sions as established by the testimony : 

J^'irat. That each election in the Territory, held under 
the organic or alleged Territorial law, has been carried by 
organized invasions from the State of Missouri, by which 
the ijeuplu of the Tenatory have been prevented firom 
exerci^uig the rights secured to them by the organie 
law. 

Second That the alleged Territorial Legislature was 
an illegally •cun^tituted body, and had no power to pass 
valid laws, ami their enactments ere, therefore, null and 
void. 

, Third. That tiiese alleged laws have not, as a general 
thing, been used to protect persons and property and to 
punish wrong, but for unlawful puipoees. 

I^ourth. That the election under which the sitting Dele- 
gate, John W. Whitfield, holds his seat, was not held in 
pursuance of any valid lawfand that It should be regarded 
only as the expression of the choice of those resident citi- 
zens who voted for him. 

Fifth. That the election under which the contesting 
Delegate, Andrew H. Reeder, claims his seat, was not held 
in pursuance of law, and that it should be regarded only 
as the expression of the choice of the resident citizens wImo 
voted for him. 

SlQDth. That Andrew H. Reeder received a greater nom- 
ber 6f votes of resident citizens than John W. Whitfield, 
for Delegate. 

Sen&nih, That in the present condition of the Territory, 
a fair election cannot be held without a new census, a 
stringent and well-guarded election law, the selection of 
impartial Judges, and the presence of United States troops 
at every place of election. 

Eighth. That the various elections held by .the people 
of the Territory preliminary to the formation of the^tate 
Government have been as regular as the disturbed condi- 
tion of the Territory would allow ; and that the Constitu- 
tion passed by the Convention, held In pursuance of said 
elections, embodies the will of a majority of the people. 

As It is not the province of your Committee to suegest 
remedies for the existing troubles in the Territory of Kan- 
sas, they content themselves with the foregoing statement 
of facts. 

All of which is reSspectfUlly sttbmitted. 

Wm. a. HcwiaDf 
John Shkbmam^ 



The Free-State Constitution framed at To- 
peka for Kansas, by the Convention called by 
the Free-State party, (as set forth in the for6« 
going documents,) was in due season submitted 
to Congresp — Messrs. Andrew H. Reeder (the 
Free-State Territorial delegate) and James H« 
Lane having been chosen by the first Free-State 
Legislature, Senators of the United States, and 
Mr. M. W. Delahay elected Representative in the 
House, by the Free-State men of Kansas. 
Of course, these were not entitled to their seats 
until the aforesaid instrument (known as the 
•* Topeka Constitution ") should be accepted by 
Congress, and the State thereupon admitted 
into the Union. This Constitution, being fornu 
ally presented in either House, was reoeived and 
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referred to their re8peot>e Committees on Ter- 
ritories ; but the accompanying Memorial from 
the Free-State Legislature, setting forth the 
grounds of the application, and praying for ad- 
mission as a State, was, after having been re- 
ceived by the Senate, reconsidered, rejected, 
and returned to Col Lane, on the allegation 
that material changes had been made in it since 
it left Kansas. The Senate, in like manner, re- 
jected repeated motions to accept the Constitu- 
tion, and thereupon admit Kansas as a Free 
State — there never being more than Messrs. 
Hamlin apd Fessenden, of Maine, Hale and Bell, 
of New-Hampshire, CoUamer and Foot, of Ver- 
mont, Sumner and Wilson, of Mass., Foster, 
.of Connecticut, Seward and Fish, of New- York, 
Wade, of Ohio, Durkee and Dodge, of Wiscon- 
sin, Trumbull, of Illinois, and Harlan, of Iowa, 
(16) Senators in favor of such admission, and 
these never all present at the same time. 

In thf House — the aforesaid Constitution and 
Memorial having been submitted to tbe Com- 
mittee on Territories — its Chairman, Mr, Grow, 
of Penna., from a majority of said Committee, 
reported in favor of the admission of Kansas 
under such Constitution, as a Free State ; dnd 
after debate the Previous Question thereon was 
ordered (June 28th) by a vote of 98 Ayes to 
63 Noes. Pluvious to this, however, Mr. Ste- 
phens, of Georgia, had proposed, as an amend- 
ment or substitute, a radically different bill, 
contemplating the appomtment .by the Presi- 
dent and Senate of five Commissioners, who 
should repair to Kansas, take a census of the 
inhabitants and legal voters, and thereupon pro- 
ceed to apportion, during the month of Septem- 
ber, 1856, the delegates (52) to form a Consti- 
tutional Convention, to be elected by the legal 
▼oters aforesaid; said delegates to be chosen 
on the day of the Presidential election (Tues- 
day, Nov. 4th, 1856), arid to assemble in Con- 
vention on the first Monday in December, 1856, 
to form a State Constitution. The bill proposed, 
also, penalties for illegal voting at said election- 

To this substitute-bill, Mr. Dunn, of Indiana, 
proposed the following amendment, to come in' 
at the end as an additional section : 

8ec. is,— And &« Ufwrthe/r enaoUd^ That so much of 
the fourteenth section and of the thirty-second section of 
the act passed at the first session of the Thirty-Third Con- 
> gress, commonly called the Kansas and Nebraska act, as 
Teads as follows : '* Except the eighth section of the act 
preparatory to the admission of Missouri into the Union, 
approved March 6, 1820, which, being inconsistent with 
the prlnclpTe of non-lnteryention by Congress with 
Slavery in the States and Territories, as recognised by 
the legislation of 1850, commonly called the Compromise 
Measures, is hereby declared iaoperative and void ; it 
being the true Intent and meaning of this act not to legis- 
late Slavery into any State or Territory, or to exclude it 
therefrom, but to leave the people thereof perfectly free 
to form and regulate their domestic institutions in their 
own way, subject only to the Constitution of the United 
States : Provided^ That nothing herein contained shall 
be construed to revive or put in force any law or regula- 
tion which may have existed prior to the act of 6th of 
March, 1820, either protecting, establishing, prohibiting, 
or abolishing Slavery," be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed. Povid^j That any person or persons lawfully 
held to service within either of the Territories named in 
Baid act shall be discharged from such service, if they shall 
not be removed and kept out of said Territories within 
twelve months from the passage of this act. 

Mr. Dunnes amendment to the Stephens 
amendment or substitute, was carried : Yeas, 
109 ; Nays, 102. 



Mr. Stephens's substitute, as thus amended by 
its adversaries, was abandoned by its original 
friends, and received but ttoo votes — those of 
Messrs. George G. Dunn, cf Indiana, and John 
Scott Harrison, of Ohio—Nays, 210. 

Mr. Dunn had previously moved a reference 
of the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. This was now defeated : 
Yeas, 101 ; Nays, 109. 

Mr. -Jones, of Tennessee, now moved that the 
bill do lie on the table, which was defeated. 
Yeas, 106 ; Nays, 107 ; (Barclay of Pennsyl- 
vania, Dunn of Indiana, Haven and Williams, 
of New-York. — Yeas : Bayard Clarke, of New- 
York, Hickman and Millward, of Pennsylvania, 
Moore, of Ohio, and Scott, of Indiana. — Nana : 
Scott Harrison, of Ohio, not voting, Wells of 
Wisconsin, absent). The House -now refused 
to adjourn by 106 to 102; and, after a long 
struggle, the final question was reached, and the 
bill rejected rYe&B, 106; Nays, 107. 

So the bill was lost. 

f/w/y Ist. — Mr. ..Barclay, (Dem.) of Pennsyl- 
vania rose to a privileged motion. He moved 
a reconsideration of the preceding vote, by 
which the Free-Kansas bill had been rejected. 
A stormy debate ensued, in the midst of which 
Mr. Howard, of Michigan, rose to a question of 
higher privilege (as affecting the right of a 
member [delegate] to his seat) and submitted 
the report of the Kansas Investigating Com- 
mittee (already given). The Speaker sustained * 
the motion, and the House sustained the 
Speaker. The report was thereupon presented 
and read, consuming a full day. 

July 3rd. — The question of reconsidering the 
vote defeating the Free-Kansas bill was again 
reached. Mr. Houston, of Alabama, moved that 
it do lie on the table ; defeated : Yeas, 97 ; 
Nays, 102. The main question was then order- 
ed: Yeas, 101 ; Nays, 98; and the reconsidera- 
tion carried: Yeas, 101 ; Nays, 99. The previous 
question on the passage of the bill was now 
ordered : Yeas, 99 ; Nays, 96 ; a motion by 
Mr. McQueen, of South Carolina, to lay the bill 
on the table was defeated : Yeas, 97 ; Nays, 
100 ; and then the bill ^&a&n%X\j passed : Yeas, 
99; Nays, 97. 

Mr. Grow, of Pennsylvania, moved the recon- 
sideration of this vote, and that the motion to 
reconsider do lie on the table, which was per- 
mitted, without further division. 

Jufie ZOth. — Mr. Douglas reported to the 
Senate on several bills submitted by Messrs. 
Clayton, Tombs, and others, for the pacifica- 
tion of the Kansas troubles, as also decidedly 
against Gov. Seward's .proposition to admit 
Kansas as a Free State, under her Topeka Con- 
stitution. Mr. Collamer, being the minority of 
the Territorial Committee, made a brief and 
pungent counter-report. Mr. Douglas gave 
notice that he would ask for a final vote on the 
day after the next. 

July Ist. — Bill debated by Messrs. Thompson 
of Ky., Hale of N H., Bigler of Pa., Adams of 
Miss., and Crittenden of Ky. 

July 2d. — ^Debate continued through the day 
and following night, the majority resisting all 
motions to adjourn. Messrs.* Wade, Pugh, 
Griggs, Bigler, Toombs, Clayton, Crittenden, 
Bell, Seward, Hale, and nearly half the Senate 
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participated. Au amendment moved by Mr. 
Adams, of Miss., the day before, striking out so 
much of the bill as secures the Right of Suf- 
frage, in the proposfd reorgiaaization of Kansas, 
to alien residents who shall have declared iheir 
intention to become citizens, and renounced 
all allegiance to foreign governments, was 
adopted: Yeas, 22; Nays, 16. . 

Some time in the morning of July 8d, th^ foI> 
lowing amendment, reduced to shape by Mr. 
Geyer, of Mo., was added to the 18th section of 
the bill^-only Brown, of MiSij., Fitzp4trLek, of 
Ala., and Mason, of Va., voting Mgaiust it: 
Teas, 40. It provides that 

No law shall be made or have force or effect in said 
Twritory [of Kansas] which shall require any attesta- 
,tk)n or oaUi to support any act of Congress or other 
' legislative act, as a qualification for any civil office, 
public trust, or for any employment or profession, or to 
serve as a Juror, or vote at an eleotion, or which shall 
impose any tax upon, or condition to, the exercise of 
the right of suffrage, by any qualified voter, or which , 
shall restrain or prohibit the free' discussion olany law 
or subject of leg'slation in the said Territory, or the f.ee 
. exp.easion of .opinion thereon by. the people of said Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. Trumbull, of III., moved the following : 

And be it farther enacted^ That it was the true in- 
tent and meaning of the *' act to organise the Territories 
of Nebraslca and Kansas," not to legislate Slavery into 
Kansas, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the 
people thereof perfectly fTee through their Territorial 
Legislature to regulate the institution of Slavery in their 
own way, subject to the Constitution of the United 
States ; and that, until the Territorial Legislature acte 
upon the subject, the owner of a slave in one of the 
States has no right or authority to take such slave into 
the Territory of Kansas, and there hold him as a slave ; 
but every slave talcen to the Territory of Kansas by his 
owner for purposes of settlement is hereby declared to be 
free, unless there is some valid act of a duly constituted 
Legislative Assembly of said Territory, under which he 
may be held as a slave. 

The Yeas and Kays being ordered, the pro- 
position was voted down — Yeas, 9 ; Nays, 84 — 
as follows: 

Tbas. — Messrs. Durkee, Fe^senden, Foot, Foster, Hale, 
Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson— 9. 

Nats.— Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of Ten- 
nessee, Beajimin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brudhead, 
Brown, Cass, Clay, Grttienden, Dodge, Douglas, Evaus, 
Fitspatrick, tieyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of 
Iowa, Mallory, Pratt, Pugh, Keid, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Thompson of Kentucky, Toumbs, Toucey, Weller Wrigiit, 
and Yulee-^. 

Mr. Trumbull then proposed that the Kansas- 

Kebraaka act 

was intended to, and does, confer upon, or leave to, the 
people of the Territory of Kansas full power, at any time, 
through its Territorial Legislature, to exclude Slavery 
from said Terf itory, or to recognise and regulate it there- 
to. 

This, too, was voted down. Mr. Trumbull 
then proposed the following: 

And d« Ufurther enacted^ That all the acts and pro- 
Deedings of all and every body of men heretofore assem- 
iDled in said Territory of Kansas, and claimiog to be a 
Legislative Assembly thereof, with authority to p.tss laws 
for the g ivernment of said Territory, are hereby declared 
to be utterly null and void. And no person shall hold 
any office, or exercise any authority or Jurisdiction In 
said Territory, under or by virtue of any power or 
autliority derived fi om such Legislative Assembly ; nor 
■hall the members thereof exercise any power or authority 
as such. . 

This, too, was voted down, as follows : 

Tkab.— Messrs. Bell of New-Hampshire, OoHamer, 
Durkee, Veasenden, Foot, Foster, Uaie, geward, TrumbuU, 
Wade, and Wilson— 1 1. 

Nats.— Messrs. Atlams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of Ten- 
nessee, Heojaniin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, 
Gass, Clay, Crittenden, Dodge, Douglas, J&vans. Fits- 



pMtrick, Cteyer, Hunter, Ivemoa, Jehoson, Jones of Iowa, 
MaVory, Mason, Fratt. Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Toucey, Weller, 
Wright, and Yulee— 8«. 

Mr. Foster, of Connecticut, moved the follow- 
ing amendment : 

Sko.— .ilft<2 he U furiKer enaeUd^ That, antil the in- 
habitants of said Territory shall proceed to hold a Con - 
vention to form a State Constitution accoriUngto the pro- 
visions of this act, and so long as said Territory remains 
a Territory, the following sections contained in chapter 
one hundred and fifty-one; in the volume transmitted to 
the Senate, by the President of the United States, as con- 
taining the laws of Kansas, be, and tlie same are hereby, 
declared to be utterly null and void, via. : 

" S 12. If any free person, by speaking or by writing, as- 
sert or m€Llmain Uiat persons have net the right to iMld slavee 
in this Territory, or shall introduoe into this Territory any book, 
paper, magaxine, pamphlet, or circular, contalnmg any denial 
of ihe right of persons to hold slaves la this Teirliory, soch 
persons shall be deemed guilty of felony, and punished by fau- 
prisonment at hard labor for a term of not less than two years. 

'* S IS. No person who is consciendottsly opposed to hold- 
ing slaves, or who does not admit the right to hold slaves in 
tiiiB Territory, shall sit as a Juror on the trial ai any pro- 
secution for the violaOon of any one of the secliontf of iltla 
acu" 

This wfts rejected [as superfluous, ior covered 
by a former amendment,] as follows : 

YBAa.~Mes8rs. Allen, Bell of New- Hampshire, Clay- 
ton, Collaraer, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Uale, 
Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson — 18. 

NAT8.->Mes^r3. Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, 
Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass, Clay, Dodge, Douglas, 
Evans, Fitspatrick. Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, 
Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Mas(^, Pratt, Pugh, Reld, Sebas- 
tian, ^idell, StuarC, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, 
Toucey, Weller, Wright, and Yulee— 82. 

Mr. Wilson, of Mase&cliusetts, moved that the 
whole bill be stricken out4tnd another inserted 
iivstead, repealing all the Territorial laws of 
Kansas. 

Rejected : Teas, 8, (Bell, of New-Hampshire, 
Col lamer, Durkee, Fessenden, Foster, Saward, 
Wade, and Wilson ;) Nays, 35. 

Mr. Seward moved to strike out the wbole 
bill, and insert instead one admitting. Kansas as 
a Free State, under the Topeka Goustitution : 
Defeated — Yeas, 1*1 ;-NayB, 36 — as follows: 

Ybab.— Messrs. Bell of New-Hampshire, Oollamer 
Durkee, Feaseoden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Seward, Trombiill, 
Wade, and Witsou-ll. 

Nats. — Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Ben- 
jamin, Biggs, Bigler, Briglit, Brodhead, Brown, Caas, 
Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Dodge, Douglas, Evans, Fita- 
patrick, Oeyer, Hunter, Iversou, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, 
Mallory, Masou, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, 
Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Touee7t Weller, 
Wrigltt, and Yulee— 86. 

The bill was now reported as amended, and 
the * amendment made in Committee of the 
Whole concurred in.. The- bill was then (8 ▲. 
M.) ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time ; and, on the question of its final passage, 
the vote stood — Yeas, 33 ; Nays, 12 — ^as follows: 

YHAa.^Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Ben> 
Jamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Case, 
Clay, Crittenden, Douglas, £vans,. Fitspatrick, Oeyer, 
Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Pratt, 
Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Thoiupsou of Ken- 
tucky, Toombs, Toucey, Weller, Wright, and Yulee — 8S. 

Nays. — Messrs. Bell of New-Hampshire, CoUamer, 
Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Seward, 
TrumbuU, Wade, and Wilson— 12. 

• 

The bill was then «ent to the House. It pro« 
Yides that five competent persons appointed by 
the President, shall take a census of the legal 
voteca of the Territory on the 4th of July, 1866« 
these to be apportioned into 52 districtfl, for the 
purpose of electing delegates to form a State 
Constitution ; it imposes penalties for using 
force or threats to influence any qualified voter 
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an giving bis Tote, or to deter bim from. going 
to the polls; the delegates elected under* thb 
act to assemble in Convention on the 1st Mon- 
day of December, 1856, to first determine by 
vote whether it is expedient to form a State 
Constitution and Government, and if it is 
decided to be expedient, to proceed ^ form a 
Constitution and Government for the State of 
Kansas, with the boundaries defined in this act. 
' The bill was never acted on in the House, but 
lay on the Speaker^s table, untouched, when the 
session terminated by adjournment, Monday, 
Aug. 18(h. 

July 8M. — In Senate, Mr. Douglas reported 
back from the Committee on Territories the 
House bill to admit Kansas as a State, with an 
amendment striking out all after the enacting 
clause, and inserting instead the Senate bill 
(No. 866) just referred to. 

Mr. Hale, of N. H., moved to amend this 
Bubstitute by providing that all who migrate 'to 
the Territory prior to July 4th, 185.7, -shall be 
•ntitled to a vote in determining the character 
of the institutions of Kansas. Lost: Yeas, 18 ; 
Nays, 32. 

Mr. Trumbull, of lU., moved that all the Terri- 
torial laws of Kansas be repealed and the Terri- 
torial ofiicers dismissed. Rejected : Teas, 12 ; 
^ays, 82. 

Mr. Collamer, of Yt, proposed an amendment, 
prohibiting Slavery in all that portion of the 
Louisiana purchase north of 36^ 30' not in- 
cluded in the Territory of Kansas. Rejected — 
Yeas, 12 ; Nays, 80 — as follows : 

Tbab— Messrs. Bell of N. H., Collamer, Dodge, Fes- 
senden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Seward, Trum- 
bull and Wade. 

Nats — Messr8.A4ams, Bayard, Beojamin, Biggs, Bright, 
Ilrodbead, Butler, Cass, Clay, Crittenden, Douglas, Fits- 
patrick, Geyer^Hunter, Iverson, Johnsob, Jones of Iowa, 
Jones of Tenh«, Mallory, Mason, Pearce,.Pugh, Reid, Se- 
bastian, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Kj., Toombs, Waller, 
and Tulee. 

The substitute reported by Mr. Douglas was 
ihen agreed to — Yeas, 82 ; Nays, 13--^nd the 
bill in this shape passed. 

[This amendment was not concurred in nor 
ever acted on by the House.] 

Jtdy 2V<A. — ^Mr. Diinn, of Ind., called up a bill 
** To reorganize the Territory of Kansas and for 
other purposes,** which he had originally (July 
7th) proposed as a substitute for the Senate bill 
(No 356) aforesaid. Its length, and the substan- 
tial identity of many of its provisions with those 
of other bills organizing Territories contained 
ill this volume, dissuade us from quoting it 
entire. It provides ior a legislative election on 
the first Tuesday in November next ; and sec- 
tion 15 proceeds: 

1 15. And "be U fwrfhtr MAcUd, That all i oita, pro- 
cesses, and proceedings, civil and criminal, at law and 
in chancery, and all indictments and informations which 
sliall be pending and undetermined in the courts of the 
Territory of Kansas or of NeW-Mexico, when this act 
shall take effect, shall remain in sold courts where pend- 
ing, to be heard, tried, prosecuted, and determined in 
such courts as though this act had not been passed : 
Providdd^ nevertheless^ That all criminal prosecutions 
BOW. pending in any of the courts of the Territory of Kan- 
sas impuiing.to any person or persons the crime of trea- 
aon against the United States, and all criminal prosecu- 
tions, by information or indictment, against any peiaon or 
persona for any alleged violation or disregard whatever of 
what are usually known as the laws of the Legislature of 
Kansas, shall be forthwith dismissed ^y the courts where 
such prosecutions may be pending, and every person 



who may be restrained of his Uiorty by reason of siUd 
prosecutions, shall be released tierefrom without delay. 
Nor shall there hereafter be instituted any crimkial 
prosecution, in any of the courts of the United States, of 
of said T.»«ritory, against any person or persons for any 
such charge of treason in said Territory prior to the pas* 
sage of this act, or any violation or disregard of said 
Lej^lative enactments at any time. , 

§ 28 grants to every actual settler ft right of 
preemption to the quarter-section ' of public 
land improved and occupied by him in said 
Territory of Kansas, prior to Jan. 1st, 1868. 

The two last and most important sections of 
Mr. Bunh^s bill are verbatim as follows t 

%2i. And be it further enactid^ That so much of the 
fourteenth section, and also so much of the thirty-second 
section, of the act passed at the first session of the thirty- 
tUrd Congress,commonly known as the Kansas-Nebraska 
act, as reads as follows, to wit-: " Except the eighth sec- 
tion of the act preparatory to the admission of Missouri 
into the Union, ap'proved March 6, 1820, which being in- 
consistent with the principle of non-intervention by Con< 
gress with Slavery m the States and Territx)rie8 as recog- 
nized by the legislation of 1850, commonly called the 
Compromise Measures, Is hereby declared inoperative 
and void ; it behig the true intent and meaning of this 
act not to legislate Slavery into any Territory or State, 
nor to exclude it tbereA-om, but to leave the people there- 
of perfectly ftree to form and regulate their domestic in- 
stitutions in their own way, subject only to the Consti- 
tution of the United States : Provided^ That nothing 
herein contained shall be construed to revive or put in 
force any law or regulation which may have existed 
prior to the act of 6th March, 1820, either protecting, es- 
tablishing, prohibiting of abolishing slavery "—be and the 
same is hereby repealed, and the said eighth section of 
said act of tlie 6th of March, 1820, is hereby revived and 
declared to be in full force and effect within the said 
Territories of Kansas and Nebraska : JProvided^ how- 
e««r. That any person lawfully held to service in either 
of said Territories shall not be discharged from such 
service by reason of such repeal and r^gival of said 
eighth section, if such person shall be pttbanently re- 
moved from such Territory or Territories pnor to the 1st 
day of January, 1858 : and any child or children born 
in either of said Territories, of any female lawfully held 
to service, if in like manner removed without said Terri- 
tories before the expiration of that date, shall not be, 
by reason of anything in this act, emancipated firom 
any service it might have owed had this act never been 
passed: And provided further y That any person law- 
fully held to service in any other State or Territoiy qf the 
United States, and esc&ping into either the Territory of 
Kansas or Nebraska, may be reclaimed and removed to 
the person*or place where such servlpe is due, under any 
law of the United States which shall be in force upon 
the subject 

% 25. And he it further enacted^, That all other parts of 
the aforesaid Kansas-Nebraska act which relate to the 
said Territory of Kansas, and every other law or usage 
having, or which is pretended to have, any force or effect 
in said Territory in conflict with the provisions or tiie 
spirit of this act, except such laws of Congress and treaty 
stipulations as relate to the Indians, are hereby repealed 
and declared void. 

Mr. Dunn*, having carried a reference to the 
Committee of the Whole, of a bill introduced 
by Mr. Grbw, repealing all the acts of the al- 
leged Territorial Legislature of Kansas, now 
moved and carried a reconsideration of that 
vote, and proceeded to the striking out of 
Mr. 6row*s bill and the insertion of his own as 
a substitute. The motion prevailed. Where* 
upon Mr. Dunn moved the previous question on 
ordering this bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time, which, pre vailed — Teas, 92; Nays, 86 
— and then the bill passed — Yeas, 88 ; Nays, 74 

This bill was not acted on by the Senate. 

The House, in the course of its action on tb<^ 
several Annual Appropriation bills, affixed to 
several of them, respectively, provisos, abol- 
ishing, repealing or suspending the various ol>- 
noxious acts of the Territorial Legislature ; bin 
all these were resisted by the Senate and werr 
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ultimately given up by th.» House, save one 
appropriating |20,000 for the pay and expenses 
of the next Territorial Legislature, which the 
Senate gave qp, on finding itself in serious dis- 
agreement with the House, and thus secured 
tlie passage of the Civil Appropriation bill. 
Finally, the two Houses were at odds, on a pro- 
viso forbidding the employment of the Army to 
enforce the acts of the Shawnee Mission assem- 
blage, claiming to be a Territorial Legislature 
of Kansas, when ati noon on the 18th of Au- 
gust the speaker's hammer fell, anouncing the 
termination of the session, leaving thft Army, 
bill unpassed. But President Pierce imme- 
diately issued a proclamation convening an extra 
session on the 2 1st (Thursday), when the two 
Houses reconvened accordingly,and a full quo- 
rum of each was found to be present. The* 
House promptly repassed the army bill, again 
affixing a proviso forbiding the use' of the army 
to enforce the disputed Territorial laws,- which 
proviso the Senate as promptly struck out, and 
the House as promptly reinserted. The Senate 
insisted on its disagreement, but asked no con- 
ference, and the House (Aug. 22d) by a close 
vote decided to adhere to its proviso : Yeas, 97 ; 
Nays, 93 ; but one of the yeas (Bopock of Va.) 
was so giv^n in order to be able to move a re- 
consideration ; so that the true division was 

96 to 94, which was the actual division on a 
motion by Mr. Cobb of Ga. that the House re- 
cede from its position. Finally, a • motion to 
reconsider was made and laid on the table ; 
Y«w, 97 ;_gay8, 96 ; and the House thereupon 
adJournecHP 

Anff. 23d. — The Senate also voted to ad- 
here : Yeas, 36 ; Nays, 9. 

Mr. Clayton proposed a committee of Confer- 
ence, to which Mr. Seward objected. No ac- 
tion. 

In the House, Mr. Campbell, of Ohio, proposed 
a similiar Committee of Conference. Objected 
to, 

Mr. Cobb, of Ga., moved that the House re- 
cede from its Kansas proviso. Defeated : Yeas, 

97 ; Nays, 100. Adjourned. 

The struggle for the passage of the bill with 
or without the proviso continued until Saturday, 
August 30th, when, several members, hostile 
to the proviso, and hitherto absent, unpaired, 
having returned, the House again passed the 
Army bill with the proviso modified as follows : 

Pnyoid^^ how^ever, that no part of the military force 
of the United States^ for the support of which appro- 
priations are made by this act, shall be employed in aid 
of the enforcement of any enactments heretofore made 
by the body claiming to be the Territorial Legislature 
of Kansas. 

The bill passed as reported (under the Pre- 
vious Question) : Yeas, 99 ; Nays, 79 r and was 
sent to the Senate, where the above proviso 
was stricken out : Yeas, 26 ; Nays, 7 ; and the 
bill thus returned to the House, when the Sen- 
' ate'a amendment was concurred in : Yeas, 101 ; 
Nays, 97. 

So the proviso was beaten at last, and the bill 
passed, with no restriction on the President's 
discretion in the use of the Army in Kansas ; 
just as all attempts of the House to direct 
the President to have a nolle prosequi entered 
in the case of the Free-State prisoners in Kan- 
sas charged with aiding the formation and 



adoption of the Free-State constitution as afore- 
said; had been previously beaten, after prevail- 
ing in the. House — the Senate striking them out 
and the House (by union of nearly all the sup- 
porters of Fillmore with nearly or quite sill 
those supporting Buchanan) finally acquiescing. 

The 34th Congress reassembled on the 1st of 
December. Since the adjournment from tht 
last session the presidential election had takei 
place, resulting in the election of James 
Buchanan as Predidbnt. The popular vote g&ve 
neither of the three candidates a majority. In 
the Free States the election was hotly contested 
and a very large vote polled. In the Southern 
States the vote was small, as no issue was pre- 
sented to the people, it being claimed by 
their respective partisans, that both the candi- 
dates (Buchanan and Fillmore) voted for ia 
that section were equally Pro-Slavery. But the 
pro-slavery leaders had declared in fav'or of 
Buchanan, and he consequently received large 
majorities in nearly every Slave State. 

On the first day of the session, Kansas affairs 
came up in the House on an objection to admit 
J. W. Whitfield to a seat as a delegate, the ob- 
jection being that the border ruffian laws under 
which he had been elected were *'null and 
void." 

Mr. Grow spoke against admitting Whitfield, 
and quoted from a speech of Mr. Clayton (a 
short time before his decease) in the Senate. 
Mr. Clayton, in speaking of these laws, said : 

Now, sir, let me allude to that subject which is the 
great cause of all this discord between the two Houses. 
The ut0^i6t, iniquUoua^ oppressive and infcmuyuB laics 
enacted by the Kansas Legislature, as it is called, ought 

to be repealed before we adjourn." 

What are these laws ? One of them sends a man to hard 
labor for not less than two years for daring to discuss 
the question whether Slavery exists, or does not exist, 
in Kansas : not less than two years^it may be fifty ; and 
if a man could live as old as Methuselah, it might be 
over nine hundred years. That act prohibits all fi-eedom 
of discussion in Kansas on the great subject directly re- 
ferred to the exclusive decision of the people In that 
Territory ; strikes down the liberty of the press too ; and 
is an act egregiously tyrannical as ever was attempted 
by any of the Stuarts, Tudors or Plantagenets of fin- 
gland, and this Senate persists in declaring that we are 
not to repeal that 1 

Sir, let us tender to the House of RepresenCatives the 
repeal of that and all other objectionable and infamous 
laws that were passed by that Legislature. I include in 
this denunciation, without any hesitation, those acts* 
which prescribe that a man shall not even practice law 
in the Territoi7 unless He swears to support the Fugitive 
Slave Law ; that hcshall not vote at any election, or be 
a member of the Legislature, unless he sweats to supporK 
the Fugitive Slave Law ; that he shall not hold any office 
of honor or trust there, unless he swears to support the 
Fugitive Slave Law; and you may as well impose just 
such a test oath for any other and every other law. . . 
I will not go through the whole catalogue of the oppres- 
sive laws of this Territory. I have done tbat'before to- 
day. There are others aa bad as these to which I have 

now referred I will not, on the other hand,* 

ever degrade myself by standing for an instant by those 
adominable' and in/^imotis laws which I denounced 
here this morning. What I desire now is, that the Senate 
of the United States shall wash its hands of all participa- 
tion in these iniquities by repealing those laws. 

On Dec. 2nd, President Pierce sent his annual 
message to the two Houses of Congress. In re 
ferring to the late election, the President says : 

It is impossible to misapprehend the great piinciplflf 
which, by their recent political action, the people of tb 
United States have sanctioned and announced. 

They Ifave asserted the Constitutional equality of ea<A. 
and all of the States of the Union as States ; they hav« 
affirmed the constitutional equality of each and all of 
'the citizens of the United States as citizens, whatevef 
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their rehgion, wherever their birth, or their residence ; 
they have maintained the inviolability of the constitu- 
tional rights of the different sections of the Union ; and 
they have proclaimed the r devoted and unalterable at- 
tachment to the Union and the Constitution, as objects 
of interest superior to all subjects of local or sectional 
conti-oversy, as the safeguard of the rights of all as the 
spirit and true essence of the liberty, peace, and irreat- 
neas of the Republic. 

In doing this, they have, at the same time, emphati- 
cally condemned the idea of organizing in these United 
States mere geographical parties ; of marshalling in hos- 
tile array towards each other the different parts of the 
country, North or South, East or West. 

Schemes of this nature, fraught with incalculable mis- 
chief, and which the considerate sense of the people has 
rqected, could have had countenance in no part of the 
country, had they not been disguised by suggestions 
plausible in appearance, acting upon an excited state of 
the public mind, induced by causes temporary in their 
character, and it is to be hoped transient in their influ- 
ence. 

Perfect liberty of association for political objects and 
the widest scope of discussion ai'e the received and ordi- 
nary condiUons of government in our country. Our in- 
atuutions, framed in the spirit of confidence In the intel- 
ligence and integrity of tlie people, do not forbid citizens, 
either individually or associated together, to attack by 
writing, speech, or any other methods short of physical 
force, the Constitution and the very existence of the 
Union. Under the shelter of this great liberty, and pro- 
tected by the laws and usages of ihe government they 
assail, associations have been formed in some of the 
States, of individuals who, pretending to seek only to 
prevent the spread of the institution of Slavery into the 
present or future inchoate States of the Union, are really 
inflamed with desire to change the domestic institutions 
of existing States. To accomplish their objects, they 
dedicate themselves to the odious task of depreciating 
the Government organization which stands in their way, 
and of calumniating, with indiscrlminating invective, not 
only the citizens of particular States, with whose laws 
they find fault, but all others of their fellow-citizens 
throughout the country, who do not participate with 
them in their assaults upon the Constitution, ftamed and 
adoptQfl by our fathers, and claiming for the privileges 
it has secured, and the blessings it has conferred, the 
steady support and grateful reverence of their children. 
They seek an object which they well know to be a revo- 
lutionary one. They are perfectly aware that the change 
ill the relative condition of the white and black races in 
the slaveholding States, which they would promote, is 
beyond their lawful authority ; that to them It is a for- 
eign object; that it cannot be effected by any peaceful 
iiisirumentality of theirs ; that for them, and the States 
of which they are citizens, the only path to its accom- 
plishment is through burning cities, and ravaged fields, 
and slaughtered populations, and all there is most terri- 
ble in foreign, complicated with civil and servile war ; 
and that the first step in the attempt is the forcible dis- 
ruption of a country embracing in its broad bosom a 
degree of liberty, and an amount of individual and pub- 
lic prosperity to which there is no parallel in history, 
and substituting in its place hostUe governments, driven 
at once and inevitably into mutual devastation and 
fratncidal carnage, transforming the now peaceful and 
felicitous brotheihood into a vast permanent camp of 
armed men, like the rival monarchies of Europe and 
Asia. Well knowing that such, and such only, are the 
means and the consequences of their plans and purposes, 
they endeavor to prepare the people of the United 
States for civil war by doing everything in their power 
to deprive the Constitution and the laws of moral 
authority, and to undermine the fabric of the Union by 
appeals to passion and sectional prtyudice, by indoctrin- 
ating its people with reciprocal hatred, and by educat- 
ing them to stand face to face as enemies, rather than 
shoulder to shoulder as friends. 

It is by the agency of such unwarrantable interference, 
foreign and domestic, that the minds of many, otherwise 
good cllizeijs, have been so inflamed into the passionate 
•jondemnation of the domestic institutions of the Southern 
States, as at lengtli to pass insensibly to almost equally 
pa{*8ionate hostility toward their fellow-citizens of those 
States, and thus, finally, to fall into the temporary fel- 
lowship with the avowed and active enemies of the Con- 
stitution. Ardently attached to liberty in the abstract, 
they do not stop to consider practically how the objects 
they would attain can be accomplished, nor to reflect 
titat, even if the evil were as great as they deem it, they 
have no remedy to apply, and that it can be only aggra- 
vated by their violence and unconstitutional action. A 
question which is one of the most iilfficult of all tlie 



problems of social institutions political economy, and 
statesmanship, they treat with unreasonable Intempe- 
rance of thought and language. Extremes beget ex- 
tremes. Violent attack from the North finds its inevitable 
const quence in the growth of a spirit of angry defiance at 
the South. Thus, in the progress of events, we had 
reached the consummation which the voice of the people 
has now ao pointedly rebuked, of the attempt of a portion 
of the States, by a sectional organization and movement, 
to usurp the control of the Government of the United 
States. 

I confidently believe that the great body of those who 
inconsiderately took this fatal step are sincerely attached 
to the Constitution and the Union. They would, upon 
deliberation, shrink with unaffected horror from any con- 
scious «ct of disunion or civil war. But they liave 
entered into a path which leads nowhere, unless it be to 
civil war and disunion, and which has no other possible 
outlet. They have proceeded thus far in that direction 
in consequence of the successive stages of their progresfj 
having consisted of a series of secondary issues, each of 
which professed to hie confined within constitutional and 
peaceful limits, but which attempted indirectly what few 
men were willing to do directly ; that is, to act aggressively 
against the constitutional rights of nearly one-half of tlie 
thirty-one States. 

In the long series of acts of indirect ftggression, the 
first was the strenuous agitation, by citizens of the 
Northern States, in Congress and out of it, of the question 
of negro emancipation in the Southern States. 

In reference to the repeal of the Missouri 
Compromise, and the legislative power of Con- 
gress over the Territories, the President says : 

The enactment which established the restrictive geo- 
graphical line, was acquiesced in, rather than approved, 
by the States of the Union. It stood on the statute-book, 
however, for a number of years ; and the people of the 
respective States acquiesced in the reenactment of the 
principle as applied to the State of Texas; and it w«s 
pro|)Osed to acquiesce in its further application to the 
territory acquired by the United States from Mexico. 
But this proposition was successfully resisted by the re- 
presentatives from the Northern States, who, regardless 
of the statute line, insisted upon applying restriction to the 
new territory generally, whether lying nortli or south of 
it, thereby repealing it as a legislative compromise, and, 
on the part of the North, persistently violating the com- 
pact, if compact there was. 

Ttiereupon, this enactment ceased to have binding virtue 
in any sense, whether as respects the North or the South ; 
and so in effect it was treated on the occasion of the ad- 
mission of the State of California, and the organization 
of the Territories of New Mexico, Utah and Washington. 
Such was the state of this question when the time 
arrived for the organization of tiie Territories of Kansa^p 
and Nebraska. In the progress of constitutional inquiry 
and reflection, it had now at length come to be seen 
clearly that Congress does not possess constitutional 
power to impose restrictions of this character upon any 
present or future State of the Union. In a iong series of 
decisions, on the fullest argument, and after the most 
deliberate consideration, the Supreme Court of the United 
States had finally determined this point in every form 
under which the question could arise, whether as affeciing 
public or private rights— in questions of the public do- 
main, of religion, of navigation, and of servitude. 

The several States of the Union are, by force of the 
Constitution, coequal in domestic legislative power. Con- 
gress cannot change a law of domestic relation in the 
State of Maine : no more can it in the State of Missouri. 
Any statute which proposes to do this is a mere nullity ; 
it takes away no right, it confers none. If it remains on 
the statute-book , unrepealed, it remains there only as a 
monument of error, and a beacon of warning to the 
legislator and the statesman. To repeal it will be only to 
remove imperfection from the statutes, without affecting, 
either in the sense of permission or of prohibition, the 
action of the States, or of their citizens. 

Still, when the nominal restriction of this nature, 
already a dead letter in law, was in terms repealed by 
the last Congress, in a clause of the act organizing the 
Territories of Kansas and Nebraska, that repeal was made 
the occasion of a wide spread and dangerous agitation. 

It was alleged that the original enactment being a 
oompact of perpetual moral obligation, its repeal con- 
stituted an odious breach of faith. 

On the motion to print the Message and ac- 
companying documents, Mr. Hale, of N. H., 
said : 

I look on the message of Uie President as a most ua- 
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fortunate one. I hare no desire to say anything which 
■hall be construed into a want of courtesy, kindness, or 
respect for him. I mean all due courtesy, kindness and 
respect. His situation is certainly such as to appeal to 
the magnanimity rather than provoke the hostility of 
his opponents. If he had been content to submit to it, 
and go out, as It seemed to be the wish of his friends and 
fues that he should, without attempting to make such 
a charge as this against his political opponents, I should 
certainly hare betrn content. 

But, sir, this messHge of the President it an arraign- 
ment of a vast m^ority of the people of eleven States of 
this Union of want of fidelity to their constitutional 
obligations, and of hostility to the Union and Constitution 
of these States. I deny it totally. More than that ;' the 
President of the United States, by vinue of the privileges 
conferred on him by the Constitution, charges upon tlie 
majority of the people of these States, in the exercise of 
their constitutional prerogative of voting for whom they 
please, the high offense of endeavoring to ** usurp " — this 
1.^1 his very language — ** the control of the Government of 
the United States.'* "Usurp," if lexicographers under- 
stand the meaning of the word, is *^ to seise by force 
without right.*' I- have observed In the history of the 
past few months no attempt in any section of the country, 
last and least in that section which the President arraigns, 
to seize upon power in this Government except by the 
regular constitutional discharge of the people's obliga- 
tions and duties as cltiaens going to the polls in the 
exercise of their elective franchise. Again, sir, I have 
not heard from a single citiaen of those States an Intima- 
tion, that if they should fail in the canvat^s upon which 
they had entered and in which they were striving to 
secure a majority in the councils of this Government, 
they were to do anything else but submit quietly and 
peaceably to the constitutionally expressed will of a 
majority. 

Mr. Seward, of N. Y., said : 

The President, I think, has departed from a customary 
course which was well established by his predecessors ; 
that was to confine the annual message of the Executive 
to legitimate matters of legislation which must neces- 
sarily occupy the attention of Congress, and leave 
partisan disputes, occurring among the people, to the 
consideration and reflection of the people themselves. 
This President of the United States was the first one, I 
think, to depart from that course in his Inaugural Ad- 
dress ; and, if I remember aright, he continued this 
departure in his first message and second message. He 
has been uncorrected, or rather unreformed in his erro- 
neous course ; he goes through to the end in the same 
course. I am willing, for my own part, that he, like all 
the rest of us, shall have his speech— shall assign his 
reasons and his vindication for his policy. I do ndt 
question his right ; I do not dispute it. Whatever I 
have thought necessary to submit to any portion of my 
'countrymen in regard to the canvass which Ls past, has 
been submitted in the right time, in the right place, and 
I trust, in the riglit spirit. I am willing to allow the 
President of the United States the same opportunity 
which you and I and all others have eigoyed. 

Mr. Mason, of Ya., said : 

Mr. President: the constant and obstinate agitatiea of 
quesUons connected with the institution of Slavery, haa 
brought, I am satisfied, the public mind in those States 
where the institution prevails, to the conviction that the 
preservation of that institution rests with themselves and 
with themselves only. Therefore, at this day, when it is 
the pleasure of Senators again to bring that institution 
under review upon this floor, in any connection what- 
ever, as one of the Representatives of the South, I take 
no further interest in the discussion, or in the opinion 
which is entertained at the North in relation to it, than 
as it may confirm the hope that there is a public senti- 
ment at the North yet remaining, which unites with the 
South in the desire to perpetuate the Union, and that, by 
the aid of that public sentiment at the North, the Union 
will be preserved. But further than that, as a statesman, 
and as one representing a Southern State, where that 
institution prevails m re largely Uian in any other, the 
public sentiment of the North is a matter indifferent to 
me, because I say again, we have attained the convic- 
tion that the safety of that institution will rest, must 
rest, and should rest, with the people of the States ooly 
where it prevails. 

Mr. Wilson, of Mass., said : 

The party to which reference has been made in this 
message— for I take it this assault of the President of the 
United States is upon the Republican party, and the 
people who supported that organisation in the last 



election-r-etands before the country with Its opinion? 
clearly expressed and openly avowed. It has a right to 
claim firom the President of the United States — it has a 
right to claim from honorable Senators here — ^ii has a 
right to claim before the country that it shall stand upon 
its broad and open declarations of principle. How doe« 
it stand f It accepts the Declaration of Independence 
and the Constitution of the United States as Its funda- 
mental creed of doctrine. It claims that Congress has a 
right to legislate for the Territories of the United States, 
and to exclude Slavery ft*om them. It avows its deter- 
mination to exercise that power. It has a right to ask 
of the President, and the country, that it shall be Judged 
by its open and avowed declarations, and shall not be 
misrepresented, as it has been misrepresented in this 
document by the President of the United States. The 
declaration is broadly made here, not only that these 
men are section alists— not only that they have gotten 
up a sectional warfare, but that they are maintaining 
doctrines hostile to the perpetuity of the Union. Now, 
sir, let me say here to-day, that I do not know a man in 
the Free States who supported John C. Fremont in the 
last presidential election, not one of the one mUiion 
three hundred thousand intelligent ft*eemen who sup- 
ported that nomination, that ever avowed his intention 
to go for a dissolution of this Union ; but at all times, on 
all occasions, in public and in private, they have avowed 
their devotion to the Union, and their intention to main- 
tain and defend It. 

Let me say further, that the men in this country, who 
avow themselves to be disunionists, that sqtiad, which, 
during the last thirty years, on all fit and unfit occasions, 
in moments of exc'tement and moments of calm, have 
avowed themselves disunionists, have, as a body, «n 
masse] supported the Democratic party. The whole 
southern heavens have been darkened during the last 
four months by the black banners of cUsunion that have 
fioated in the breeze. 

Mr. Fagh, of Ohio, defended the President 
against the construction put on certain parts of 
the message by otiier Senators. He said: 

My colleague (Mr. Wade) asserts that the PreiMent 
has employed libellous terms in speaking of a large 
number of our common constituents, who voted for Col. 
Fremont at the last election. If the charges were true 
in any sense, I should unite with my colleague In the 
condemnation which be has pronounced ; for although I 
would havo deplored the election of Col. Fremont as the 
greatest calamity that could befall the American people, 
I feel bound to render my tribute of respect to those 
honest, patriotic, but as I think, misguided, citizens of 
Ohio, who voted for him. The paragraph upon which 
my colleague based this accusation, Is the one which I 
now send to the secretary's desk. (Here the secretary 
read the part of the message quoted above, beginning, 
** Our institutions framed" and down to " rather than 
shoulder to shoulder as friends. ") It is (continued Mr. 
Pugh) impossible that this paragraph should apply to 
the members of the Republican party, if, as now asserted, 
they do not aim at the abolition by Congress of fflavery 
within the States. It is directed against those who hold 
that doctrine. It refers to the men whom the Senator 
from Mass. (Mr. Wilson) and the Senator ft*em Maine 
(Mr. Fessenden) themselves have denounced on the floor. 

THE LECOMPTON OOKSTITUTION. 

On the 8th December, 186*7, President Bu- 
chanan transmitted to Congress his first annual 
message. He devotes considerable space to the 
subject of Slavery, giving a history of the forma- 
tion of the Lecompton Constitution for Kansan, 
and announcing the doctrine that the Constitu- 
tion of its own force qarries Slavery into all the 
Territories. Speaking of this subject, he says : 
** In emerging from the condition of Territorial 
dependence into that of a sovereign State, it 
was their duty, in my opinion, to make known 
their will by the votes of the majority, on the 
direct question, whether this important domestic 
institution should or should not continue to 
exiet ;*' and that the slaves now in Kansas " w^re 
brought into the Territory under the Constita- 
tion of the United Sea tea." 

The following is the part of the mesw^e 
referring to Kansas affairs : 
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Tt is ciniie< esaary to state in detail the alarming con- 
dition of. the Territory of Kansas at the time of my in- 
augaratlon. The opposing parties then stood in hostile 
array against each other, and any accident might have 
relighted the flames of civil war. Besides, at tbts c: itical 
moment, Kansas was left without a governor by the 
resignation o| Governor Geary. 

On the 19th of February previous, the Territorial legis- 
lature had passed a law providing for the election of de- 
legates on the third Monday of June, to a convention 
to meet on the first Monday in September, for the pur- 
pose of framing a constitution preparatory to admission 
into the Union. This law was in the main fair and just \ 
and it is to be regretted that all the qualified electors 
had not registered themselves and voted under its pro- 
visions. 

At the time of the election for delegates, an extensive 
organization existed in the Territory, whose avowed ob- 
ject it was. if need be, to put down the lawful govern- 
ment by force, and to establish a government of their 
own under the so-called Topeka Constitution. The per- 
sons attached to this revolutionary organisation ab- 
stained from taking any part in the election. 

The act of the Tenitorial legislature had omitted to 
provide for submitting to the people the constitution 
which might be framed by the Convention ; and in the 
•xcited statfB of public feeling throughout Kansas, an 
apprehension extensively prevailed that a design ex- 
isted to force upon them a constitution, in relation to 
Slavery, against their will. In this emergency it became 
my duty, as it was my unquestionable right, having in 
view the union of all good citizens in support of the Ter- 
vitorial laws, to express an opinion on the true construc- 
tion of the provisions concerning Slavery contained in 
the organic act of Congress of the 80th May, 1654. Con- 
gress declared it to be *' the true intent and meaning of 
this act not to legislate Slavery into any Territory or 
State, nor to exclude it theiefrom, but to leave the peo- 
ple thereof perfectly free to form and regulate their 
domestic institutions in their own way." Under it 
Kansas, " when admited as a State," was to ^ be re- 
ceived into the Union with or without Slavery as iheir 
constitution may prescribe at the- time of their admis- 
sion." 

Did Congress mean by this language that the delegates 
elected to frame a constitution, should have authority 
finally to decide the question of Slavery, or did they in- 
tend, by leaving it to the people, that the people of Kan- 
sas themselves should decide this question by a direct 
vote? On this subject I confess I had never entertained 
a serious doubt, and, therefore, in my instructions to 
Governor Walker of the 28Ui March last, I merely said 
tiiat when " a constitutioA shall be submitted to the peo- 
ple of the Territory, they must be protected in the exer- 
cise of their right of voting for or against that instru- 
ment, and the fair expression of the popular will must 
not be interrupted by fraud or violence." 

In expressing this Opinion it was far from my inten- 
tion to interfere with the decision of the people of Kan- 
sas, either for or against Slavery. From this I have 
always carefully abstained. Intrusted with the duty 
of *■* taking care that the laws be faithfully executed," 
my only desire was that the people of Kansas should 
furnish to Congress the evidence required by the organic 
act, whether for or against Slavery ; and in this man- 
ner smooth their passage into the Union. In emerging 
from the condition of Territorial dependence into that of 
a sovereign State, it was their duty, in my opinion, to 
make known their will by the votes of the majority, on 
the direct question, whether this important domestic in- 
stitution should or should not continue to exist. In- 
deed this was the only possible mode in which their will 
eould be authentically ascertained. , 

The election of delegates to a convention must neces- 
sarily take place in separate districts. From this cause 
It may readily happen, as has often been the case, that 
a majority of the people of a State or Territory are on 
one side of a question, whilst a majority of the represen- 
tatives from the several districts into which it is divided 
may be upon the oth<ir side. This arises from the fact 
that in some districts delegates may be elected by small 
majorities, whilst in others those of different sentiments 
may receive mttjorities sufficiently great not only to 
overcome the votes g^ven for the former, but to leave 
a large majority of the whole people in direct oppo- 
sition 10 a majority of the delegates. Besides, our his- 
tory proves that influences may be brought to bear on 
the representative sufficiently powerful to induce him to 
disregard the will of his constituents. The truth is, that 
no other authentic and satisfactory mode exists of 
ascertaining the will of a ma^oiity of the people of any 
State or Territory on an important and exciting ques- 
tion like that of Slavery io Kansas, except by leaving it 



to a direct vote. How wise, then, was it for Congress to 
pass over all subordinate and intermediate agencies, 
and proceed directly to the source of all Intimate 
power under our Institutions I 

How vain would any other principle prove In pra^ 
tice I This may be illustrated by the case ti Kansas. 
Should she be admitted into the Union with a constito- 
tion either maintaining or abolishing Slavery, against the 
sentiment of the people, this could have no other effect 
than to continue and to exasperate the existing agita- 
tion during the brief period required to make the con- 
stitution conform to the irresistible will of the majority. 

The friends and supporters of the Nebraska and Kan- 
sas act. when straggling on a recent occasion to sustain 
its wise provisions before the great tribunal of the Ame- 
rican people, never difiisred about its true meaning on 
this subject. Everywhere throughout the Union they 
publicly pledged their faith and their honor that they 
would cheei fully submit the question of Slavei7 to the 
decision of the bona fide people of Kansas, without any 
restriction or qualification whatever. All were cordially 
united up*^ *^2 great doctrine of popular sovereignty, 
which is the «nt»al principle of our ft-ee ine^t'tutions. Had it, 
then, been insinuated from any quarter that it would be 
a sufficient compliance with the requisitions of the or- 
ganic law for the members of a convention, thereafber to 
be elected, to withhold the question of >lavery f; om the 
people, and to substitute their own will for that of a 
legally-ascertained majority of ail their constituents, this 
would have been instantly rejected. Everywhere they 
remained true to the resolution adopted on a celebrated 
occasion recognizing ** the right of the people of all the 
Territories— including Kansas and Nebraska, acting 
through the legally and fairly expressed will of a major- 
ity of actual residents, and whenever the number of 
their inhabitants justified it — to form a constitution with 
or without Slavery, and be admitted into the Union 
upon terms of perfect equality with the other States." 

The Convention to frame a constitution for Kansas 
met on the first Monday of September last. They «rere 
called together by virtue of an act of the Territorial 
legislature, whose lawful existence had been recognised 
by Congress in different forms' and by different enact- 
ments. A large proportion of the citisens of Kansas did 
not think proper to reg'ster their names and to vote at 
the election for delegates ; but an opportunity to do this 
having been fairly afforded, their refusal to avail them- 
selves of their right could in no manner affect the legalr 
ity of the convention. 

This Convention proceeded to frame a constitution ic/r 
Kansas, and finally adjourned on the 7th day of No- 
vember. But little difficulty occuired in the Convention, 
except on the subject of Slavery. The truth is, that the 
general provisions of our recent State constitutions are 
so similar, and, I may add, so excellent, that the differ- 
ence between them is not essential. Under the earlier 
practice of the Government, bo constitution framed by 
the convention of a Territory preparatory to its admis- 
sion into the Union as a State had been submitted to the 
people I trust, however, the example set by the last 
Congi ess, requiring that the constitution of Minnesota 
'^ should be subject to the approval and ratification of 
the people of the proposed State," may be followed on 
future occasions. I took it for granted that the Conven- 
tion of Kansas would act in accordance with this exam- 
ple, founded as it is, on correct principles ; and henea 
my instructions to Governor Walker, In favor of subr 
mitting the constitution to the people, were expressed in 
general and unqualified terms. 

In the Kansas-Nebraska act, however, this require- 
ment, ss applicable to the whole constitution, had not 
been inserted, and the Convention were not bound by 
its terms to submit any other portion of the insti-ument 
to an election, except that which relates to the ** domes- 
tic institution " of Slavery. This will be rendered clear 
by a simple reference to its language. It was 
legislate Slavery into any Territory or State, 
exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people thereof per- 
fectly free to form and regulate their domestic institu- 
tions in their own way." According to the plain con- 
struction of the sentence, the words ** domestic instltu- 
Uons " have a direct as they have an appropriate refer 
ence to Slavery. *■'' Domestic institutions " are limited to 
the family. The relation between master and slave and 
a few others are " domestic institutions," and are en- 
tirely distinct firom institutions of a political character. 
Besides, there was no question then before Congress, nor 
indeed has there since been any serious question before 
the people of Kansas or the country, except that v~ 
relates to the " domestic institution " of Slavery. 

The Convention, after an angry and excited deV 
finally determined, by a majority of only two, to sv 
the question of Slavery to the people, though at tir 
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forty-three of the fifty delegates present affixed their 
signatures to the constitution. 

A large majority of the Convention were in favor of 
establishing Slavery in Kansas. They accordingly in- 
serted an article in the constitution for this purpose 
similar in form to tliose which had been adopted by 
other Territorial conventions. In the schedule, how- 
ever, providing for the transition from a Territorial to a 
State government, the question has been fairly and ex- 
plicitly referred to the people, whether they will have a 
constitution " with or without Slavery.'* It declares that, 
before tlie constitution adopted by the Convention 
*' shall be sent to Congress for admission into the Union 
as a State," an election shall be held to decide this ques- 
tion, at which all the white male inhabitants of the Ter- 
ritory above the age of 81 are entitled to vote. They 
are to vote by ballot ; and '* the ballots cast at said 
election shall be indorsed * constitution with Slavery,* 
and 'constitution with no Slavery.'" If there be a 
migority in favor of the the " constitution with Sla- 
very," then it is to be transmitted to Congress by the 
president of the Convention in its original form. If, on 
the contrary, there shall be a majority in favor of the 
" constitution with no Slavery," " then the article pro- 
viding for Slavery shall be stricken from the constitu- 
tion by the president of thb Convention ;" and it is 
expressly declared that " no Slavery shall exist in the 
State of Kansas, except that the right of property in 
•slaves now in the Territory shall in no manner be inter- 
fered with ;" and in that event it ia made his duty to 
have the constitution thus ratified, transmitted to the 
Congress of the United States, for the admission of the 
State into the Union. 

At this election, every citizen will have an opportu- 
nity of expressing his opinion by his vote "whether 
Kansas shall be received into the Union with or without 
Slavery," and thus this exciting question may be peace- 
fully settled in the very mode required by the organic 
law. The election wiU be held under legitimate author- 
ity,- and if any portion of the inhabitants shall refuse to 
vote, a fair opportunity to do so having been presented, 
this will be their own voluntary act, and they alone 
will be responsible for the consequences. 

Whether Kansas shall be a free or a slave State, must 
eventually, under some authority, be decided by an 
election ; and the question can never be more clearly 
•r cUstinctly presented to the people than it is at the 
present moment. Should this opportunity be rejected, 
she may be involved for years in domestic discord, and 
possibly in civil war, before she can again malce up the 
issue now so fortunately tendered, and again reach the 
point she has already attained. 

Kansas has for some years occupied too much of the 
public attention. It is high time this should be directed 
to far more important objects. When once admitted 
into the Union, whether with or without Slavery, the 
excitement beyond her own limits will speedily pass 
away, and she will then, for the first time, be left, as she 
ought to have been long since, to manage her own 
affairs in her own way. If her constitution on the sub- 
ject of Slavery, or on any other subject, be displeasing 
to a majority of the people, no human power can prevent 
them from changing it within a brief period. Under 
these circumstances, it may well be questioned whether 
the peace and quiet of the whole country are not of 
greater importance than the mere temporary triumph 
of either of the political parties in Kansas. 

Should the constitution without Slavery be adopted by 
the votes of the majority, the rights of property in slaves 
now in the Territory are reserved. The number of these 
is very small ; but if it were greater the provision would 
be equally Just and reasonable. The slaves were 
brought into the Territory under the Constitution of the 
United States, and are now the property of their mas- 
, ters. This point has at length been finally decided by 
the highest Judicial tribunal of the country — and this 
upon the plain principle that when a confederacy of 
sovereign States acquire a new territory at their joint 
expense, both equality and justice demand that the citi- 
seos of one and all of them thall have the right to talce 
Into it whatsoever is recognised as property by the com- 
mon Constitution. To have summarily confiscated the 
property in slaves already in the Territory would have 
been an act of gross injustice, and contrary to the prac- 
tice of the older States of the Union which have abol- 
ished Slavery. 

Mr. Douglas on Licompton. 

Mr. Douglas, who very early joined in the de- 
bate on the Presidont^s Message, at first said 
ho dia^ented from the views of the President in 
tegard to Kansas, but afterward endeavored to 



show that the President did not mean to 
"*" recommend'* the Lecompton Constitution, but 
that he only 

referred that document to the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States — as the Constitution of the Udited States 
refers it — for us to decide upon it under our own respou- 
Sibility. "It is proper," said Mr. D., *' that he should 
have thus referred i( to us as a matter for congressional . 
action, and not as an administrative or executive measui o, 
for the reasou that the Constitution of the United Slates / 
says, * Congress may admit new States into the Uuiou.' 
Heuoe we find the Kansas question before us now, no( 
as an Administrative measure, not as an Execu.ive mea- 
sure, but as a measure coming before us for our free 
action, without any recommendation or interference, 
directly or indirectly, by the Admlnlsi ration now in pos- 
session of the Federal Government." 

i^Ir. President, I am not going to stop and inquire how 
far the Nebraslca bill, which said the people should be 
left perfectly free to form their constitution for them- 
selves, authorized the President, or the Cabinet, or Gov- 
ernor Walker, or any other Territorial officer, to inter' 
fere and tell the Convention of Kansas whether they 
should or should not submit the question to the people. 
I am not going to stop to inquire how far Uiey were 
authorized to do that, it being my opinion that the spirit 
of the Nebraska bill required it to be done. It is sufficient 
for my purpose that the Administration of the Federal 
Government unanimously— that the administration of the 
Territorial government, in all its parts, unanimously — 
understood the Territorial law under which the Conven- 
tion was assembled to mean that the constitution to be 
formed by that Convention should be submitted to the 
people for ratification or rejection, and, if not confirmed 
by a majority of the people, should be null and void, 
without coming to Congress for approval. 

Not only did the National Government and the Territo* 
rial government so understand the law at the time, but, 
as I have already stated, the people of the Territory so 
understood it. As a further evidence on that point, a 
large number, if not a minority, of the delegates were 
Instructed in the nominating conventions to submit the 
constitution to the people for raUflcation. I know that 
the delegates from Douglas County, eight in number, Mr. 
Calhoun, President of the Convention, being among them, 
were not only instructed thus to submit the question, but 
they signed and published, while candidates, a written 
pledge that they would submit it to the people for ratifi- 
cation. I know that men high in authority, and in the 
confidence of the Territorial and National Government, 
canvassed every part of Kansas during the election of 
delegates, and each one of them pledged himself to the 
people that no snap judgment was to be taken ; that the 
constitution was to be submitted to the people for accept- 
ance or rejection: that it would be void unless that was 
done ; that the Administration would spurn and scorn it as 
a violation of the principles on which it came into power, 
and that a Democratic Congress would hurl it from tbehr 
presence as an insult to the Democrats who stood pledged 
to see the people left free to form their domestic institu- 
tions for themselves. 

Not only that, sir, but up to the time when the Conven- 
tion assembled, on the 1st of September, so far as I can 
learn, it was understood every wliere that the constitution 
was to be submitted for ratification or rejection. They 
met. however, on the 1st of September, and adjourned 
until after the October election. I think that it was wiao 
and prudent that they should thus have adjourned. They 
did not wish to bring any question into that election 
wliich would divide the Democratic party, and weaken 
our chances of success in the election. I was rejoiced 
when I saw that they did adjourn, so as not to show their 
hand on any question that would divide and distract the 
party until after the election. During that recess, while the 
Convention was adjourned. Governor Ransom, the Demo- 
cratic candidate for Congress, running against the present 
Delegate from that Territory, was canvassing every part of 
Kansas, in faiKor of the doctnne of submitting the consti- 
tution to the people, declaring that the Democratic party 
were in favor of such submission, and that it was a slan- 
der of the Black Republicans to intimate the charge that 
the Democratic party did not intend to carry out that 
pledge in good faith. Thus, up to the time of the Con- 
vention, in October last, the pretense was kept up, the 
profession was openly made, and believed by me, and I 
thought believed by them, that the Convention intended 
to submit a constitution to the people, and not to attempt 
to put a government in operation without such submL*- 
slon. The election being over, the Democratic party 
b^ing defeated by an overwhelming vote, the OpposiUon 
having triumphed, and got possession of both branohea 
•f the legislature, and having elected their Territorial * 
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Delegate, the Convention assembled, and then proceeded 
to complete their work. 

Now let us stop to inquire how they redeemed the 
pledge to submit the constitution to the people. They 
first go on to make a constitution. Then they make a 
schedule, in which they provide tliat the constitution, on 
the 2l8t of December — the present month — sliall be sub- 
mitted to all the honajlde inhabitants of the Territory on 
that day, for their free acceptance or rejection, in the fol- 
lowing manner, to wit: Thus acknowledging that they 
were bound to submit it to the will of the people ; conced- 
ing that they had no right to put it into- operation without 
submitting it to the people ; providhig in the instrument 
that it should take effect from and after the date of its 
ratification, and not before ; showing that the Constitution 
derives its vitality, in their estimation, not from the au- 
thority of the Convention, but from that vote of the peo- 
ple, to which it was to be submitted for their free accept- 
ance or rejection. How is it to be submitted ? It shall be 
submitted in this form : " Constitution with Slavery, or 
constitution with no Slavery ?" All men must vote for the 
constitution, whether they like it or not, in order to be 
permitted to vote for or against Slavery. Thus a constitu 
tion made by a convention that had authority to assemble 
and petition for a redress of grievances, but not to estab 
lish a government — a constitution made under a pledge 
of honor that it should be submitted to the people before 
if took effect — a constitution which provides on its face, that 
it shall have no validity except what it derives from such 
submission — ^is submitted to the people at an election 
where all men are at liberty to come forward fi-eely, with- 
out Iilndrance, and vote for it, but no man is permitted to 
record a vote against it ! 

That would be as fair an election as some of the ene- 
mies of Napoleon attributed to him when he was elected 
First Consul. He is said to have called out his troops and 
Iiad them reviewed by iils oflBcers, with a speech, patriotic 
and fair in its professions, in which he said to them : 
*' Now, my soldiers, you are to go to the election and vote 
freely, just as you please. If you vote for Napoleon, all is 
▼ell ; vote against him, and 3 ou are to be instantly 
shot I" That was a fair election. (Laughter.) This elec- 
tion is to be equally fair. All men in favor of the consti- 
tution may vote for it, all men against it shall not vote at 
all. Why not let them vote against It ? I presume you 
have asked many a man tliis question. I have asked a 
very large number of the gentlemen who framed the con- 
stitution, quite a number of delegates, and a still larger 
number of persons who are their friends, and I have re- 
ceived the same answer from every one of them. I never 
received any other answer, and I presume we never shall 
get any other answer. What is that? They say, if they 
had allowed a negative vote, the constitution would have 
been voted down by an overwhelming majority ; and hence 
the fellows sliall not be allowed to vote at all. (Laughter.) 

Mr. President, that may be true. It is no part of my 
purpose to deny the proposition that that constitution 
would have been voted dowh if submitted to the people. 
I believe it would have been voted down by a majority 
of four to one. I am informed by men well posted there 
—Democrats — ^that it would be voted down ten to one ; 
some say by twenty to one. 

But is it a good reason why you should declare it in 
force, without being submitted to the people, merely be- 
cause it would have been voted down by five to one if 
you had submitted it? What does that fact prove? 
Does it not show undeniably that an overwhelming majority 
of the people of Kansas are unalterably opposed to tiiat 
constitution? Will you force it on them against their 
•will, simply because they would have voted it down if you 
had consulted them ? If you will, are you gohig to force 
it upon them under the plea of leaving them perfectiy free 
to form and regulate their domestic institutions In their 
own way ? Is that the mode in which I am called upon to 
carry out the principle of self-government and popular 
sovereignty in the Territories — ^to force a constitution on 
the people against their will, in opposition to their protest, 
with a knowlege of the fact, and then to assign as a reason 
for my tyranny, that they would be so obstinate and so 
perverse as to vote down the constitution if I had given 
them an opportunity to be consulted about it? 

Sfar, I deny your right, or mine, to inquire of these peo- 
ple what their objections to that constitution are. They 
have a right to judge for themselves whether they like or 
dislike it. It is no answer to tell me that the constitution 
is a good one, and unobjectionable. It is not satisfactory 
to me to have the President say, in his message, that that 
constitution is an admirable one, like all the constittttions 
of the new States that hav^ been recently framed. Whether 
good or bad, whether obnoxious or not, is none of my busi- 
ness, and none of yours. 

It is their business, and not ours. 1 care not what they 
have in their constitution, so that it suits them and does 



not violate the Constitution of the United States and the 
fundamental principles of liberty upon which our institu- 
tions rest. I am not gomg to argue the question whether 
the banking system established In that constitution is wise 
or unwise. It skys there shall be no monopolies, but there 
shall be one bank of issue in the State, with two branches. 
All 1 have to say on that point is, if they want a banking 
system, let them have it ; if they do not want it, let them 
prohibit it. If they want a bank with two branches, be it 
so ; if they want twenty, it is none of my business ; and it 
matters not to me whether one of them shall be on the north 
side and the other on the south side of the Kaw River, or 
where they shall be. 

While I have no right to expect to be consulted on that 
point, I do hold that the people of EMnsas have the 
right to be consulted and to decide it, and you have no 
rightful authority to deprive them of that privilege. It is 
no justification, in my mind, to^ay that the provision for 
tlie eligibility for tiie ctiioers of Governor and Lieut.-Go- 
vernor requires tweniy years' citisenship in the United 
Suites. If men think thai no person should vote or hold 
oflSce until he has been here twenty years, they have a 
right to think so ; and if a majority of the people of Kan- 
sas think that no man of foreign birth should vote or 
tioid oflBce unless he has lived there tweniy years, it is 
their right to say so, and I have 1.0 right to interfere 
with them ; it is their business, nut mine ; but if I lived 
there I should not be willing to have that provision in the 
constitution without being lieard upon the subject, and 
allowed to record my protest against it. 

I have nothing to say about tlieir system of taxation, 
in which they have gone back and resorted to the old ex- 
ploded system which we tried in Illinois, but abandoned 
because we did not like it. If they wish to try it and get 
tired of it and abandon it, be it so ; but if I were a 
citizen of Kansas I would profit by the experience of 
Illinois on that subject, and defeat it if I could. Yet I 
have no objection to their having it if they want it ; it is 
their business, not mine. 

So it is in regard to the free negroes. They provide 
that no free negro shall be permitted to live in KansHS. I 
suppose they have a right 10 say so if they choose ; but if 
I lived there I should want to vote on the question. We, 
in Illinois, provide that no more shall come tiiere. We 
say to the other States, " Take care of your own free 
negroes and we will take care of ours." But we do not 
say that the negroes nuw there shall not be permitted to 
live in Illinois ; and I think the people of Kansas ought to 
have the right to say whether they will allow them to 
live there, and if they are not going to do so, how tiiey 
are to dispose of them. 

So you may go on with all the different clauses of the 
Constitution. They may be ail right ; they may be all 
wrong. That is a question on which my opinion is worth 
nothing. The opinion of the wise and patriotic Chief 
Magistrate of the United States is not worth anytliing a» 
against that of the people of Kansas, for they liHVe 
a right to judge for themselves ; and neither PreM- 
dent, nor Senates, nor Houses of Representatives, nor 
any other power outside of Kansas, has a right to judge 
for them. Hence it is no justification, in my mind, for 
tlie violation of the great principle of self-goverimient, to 
say that the Constitution you are forcing on them is not 
particularly obnoxious, or is excellent in its provisions. 

t'erhaps, sir, the same thing might be said of the 
Tnpeka Constitution. I do not recollect its peculiar pro- 
visions. 1 know one thing : we Democrats, we Nebraska 
men, wotild not even look into it to see what its provi- 
sions were. Why ? Because we said it was made by a 
political party, and not by the people ; that it was made 
in defiance of the authority of Congress ; that if it was as 
pure as the bible, as ho>y as the Ten Commandments, yet 
we would not touch it until it was submitted to and 
rHtified by the peo|)le of Kansas, in pursuance of 
the forms of law. Perhaps the Topeka Constitution, but 
for the mode of makingtt, would have been unexception- 
able. I do not know ; I do not care. You have no right 
to force an unexceptionable constitution on a people. It 
does not mitigate the evil, it does not diminish the insult, 
it does not ameliorate the wrong, that you are forcing a 
good thing upon then^ I am not willing to be forced to 
du that whicti I would do if I were left free to judge and 
act for myself. Hence 1 assert that there is do justifica- 
tion to be made for this flagrant violation of popular 
rights in Kansas, on the plea that the constitution which 
they have made is not particularly obnoxious. 

But, sir, the President of the United States i8.really and 
sincerely of the opinion that the Slavery clause has been 
fairly and impartially submitted to the free acceptance or 
flection of tlie people of KansaS} and that, ina.iniuch as 
that was the exciting and paramount question, if they 
get the right to vote as they plcHse on that subject, 
I they ought to be satisfied ; and possibly it might b* 
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better if wo woirid accept it, and pat an end to the ques- 
tion. Let me aslc, sir, is the Slarery clause fairly sub- 
mitted, so that the people can rote for or against it f Sup- 
pose 1 were a ciliaeu of Kansas, and should go up to the 
polls and saj, ** I desire to vote to make Kaunas a Stave 
Mate; here ia my ballot." They reply to me, "Mr. 
Douglas, just Toie for that constitution first, if you 
please.'* ** Oh, no I" I answer, " I cannot Tote for that 
constitution conscientiously — I am opposed to the clause 
by which you locate certain railroads in such a way as to 
aaCriflue my county and my part of the State. 1 am 
opposed to that bauking system. I am opposed to this 
Know-Nothing or American clause in the constitution 
lUiout the quHl.flcatlons for office. I cannot vote for it." 
Then they answer, '* You shall not vote on making it a 
Slave State " I then say, " I want to malie it a Free 
St-ate.'* They reply, ** Vote for that constitution first, 
and then you can vote to make It a Free State ; otherwise 
you cannot." Thus they disqualify every Free-State 
man who will not first vote for the constitution ; they dis- 
qualify every Slave-State man who will not first vote for 
the constitution. No matter whether or not the voters 
state that they cannot conscientiously vote for those pro- 
visions, they reply, "You cannot Tote for or against 
Slavery here. Take the constitution as we have made it, 
take the Elective Franchise as we have established it, 
take the Banking System as we have dictated it, take the 
Railroad lines as we have located them, Uke the Judiciary 
iiystvm as we have formed it, take It all as we have fixed 
it to suit ourselves, and ask no questions, but vote for it, 
or you shall not vote either for a Slave or Free State." In 
other words, the legal effect of the schedule is this : all 
tho!>e who are in favor of this constitution may vote for or 
against Slavery, as they please ; but all those who are 
against this constitution are disfranchised, and shall not 
vote at all. That is the mode in which the Slavery pro- 
position is snbmitted. Every man opposed to the consti- 
tution is disfranchised on the Slavery clause. How many 
are tiiey f They tell you there is a majority, for they say 
the constitution will be voted down instantly, by an over- 
whelming majority, if you allow a negapvdvote. This 
shows that a majority are against it. Thsy disqualify 
and disfranchise every man who is against it, thus 
referring the Slavery clause to a minority of the people of 
Kansas, and leaving that minority free to vote for or 
against the Slavery clause as they choose. 

Let me ask you if that is a fair mode of submitting the 
Slavery clause f Does that mode of submitting that par- 
ticular clause leave the people perfectly free to vote for 
or against Slavery as they choose? Am I free to vote as 
I choose on the Slavery questioo, if you tell me I shall 
not vote on It until I vote for the Maine Liquor Law? 
Am I free to vote on the Slavery question, if yuu tell me 
I shall not vote either way until I vote for a Bank? Is 
it freedom of election to make your right to vote upon 
one question depend upon the mode In which you are 
going to vote on some other question which has no con- 
nection with it? Is that freedom of election? Is that 
the great fundamental principle of Self-Oovernment, for 
Which we combined and struggled, in this body and 
throughout the country, to establish as a rale of action in 
all time to come ? 

Let me ask you, why force this Oonstitution down the 
throats of the people of Kansas, in opposition to their 
wishes and in violation of our pledges? What great ob- 
ject is to be attained ? (hU bono f What are you to gain 
by it? Will you sustain the party by violating its prin- 
ciples? Do you propose to keep the party united by 
forcing a division ? Stand by the doctrine that leaves 
the people perfectly free to form and regulate their iusti- 
tations for themselves in their own way, and your party 
will be united and irresistible in power. Abandon that 
great prindifle, and the party is not worth saving, and 
cannot be saved, after it shall be violated. I trust we are 
not to be rushed upon this question. Why shall it be 
done ? Who is to be benefited ? Is the South to be the 
gainer? Neither the North nor the South has the right to 
gain a sectional advantage by trickery or fraud. 

But I am beseeuhed to wait till I hear from the election 
en the 21st of December. I am told that perhaps that 
Will put it all right, and will solve the whole difficulty. 
How can it? Perhaps there may be a large vote. There 
may be a large vote returned. (Laughter.) But I deny 
that it is possible to have a fair vote on the Slavery 
Clause ; and I say that it is not possible to have any vote 
on the Constitution. Why wait for the mockery of an 
election, when it is provided, unalterably, that the people 
eannot vote— when the mHJorlty are disfranchised? 

But I am told on all sides, ** Oh, Just wait ; the Pro- 
Bavery clause will be voted down." That does not obvi- 
ate any of my objection:* ; it does not diminish any of 
them. You have no more right to force a Free-State 
Oanstittttion on Kansas than a dlave-State Oonstitution. 



If Kansas wants a Slave-State Constitution, she has a 
right to it; if siie wante a Free-State Constitution, she has 
a right to it. It is none of my business whicii way the 
Slavery clause is decided. / care not wheiher it i» 
9oUd down or voted up. Do you suppose, after pledges 
of my honor, that I would go for that princip'e, and 
leave the people to vote as they choose, that I vrould no«r 
degrade myself by votfpg one way If the Slavery cIhu-^ 
be voted down, and another way if it be voted up? I 
care not how that vote may stand. I take it for granted 
that it will be voted out. I think I have seen enough in 
the last three days t«i make it certain that it will be re- 
turned out, no matter how the vote may stand. (Laugh- 
ter ) 

Sir, I am opposed to that concern, because it looks to 
me like a system of trickery and Jugglery to defeat the 
fair expression of the will of the people. There is no ne- 
cessity for crowding this measure, so unfair, so unjust, as 
it is in all its aspects, upon us. 

On the 2nd of Feb., 1858, the President trans- 
mitted to Congress the Lecompton Constitution, 
accompanied by a special Message strongly 
urging the admission of Kansas as a State under 
this constitution. (The following is a brief 
statement in regard to the origin of the Le- 
compton Constitution : ) 

The first Territorial Legislature passed an act 
in 1865 to take the sense of the people on the 
call of a Convention to form a State Constitu- 
tion, at the election in Oct., 1 856. Accordingly, 
an election was held at which about 2,500 votes 
were polled, the Free-State men not voting. At 
this election, a new legislature was elected, all 
Pro-Slavery, which met in Jan., 1857, and in 
conformity with the vote of 2,600 at the preced- 
ing October election, passed an act providing for 
the election of delegates on the 15 th of June, 
to meet in convention in September following. 
Soon after this, Gov. Walker went to Kansas, 
and published an address to the people iii which 
he assured them of his determination to use 
every means in his power to prevent all disorder 
and violence. He persuaded the Free^tate men 
to go to the polls and vote. An objection 
which they urged was, that in 19 out of the 38 
counties no registry had been made, and that in 
15 out of the 19 no census had been taken, so 
that it was impossible for the people to vote in 
those counties. These facts are confirmed by 
Gov. Walker and Secretary Stanton. 

The election for delegates to the Convention 
was held on the I5th of June. The Free-State 
men did not vote, for the reason just mentioned, 
and also (as they stated,) that they had np confi- 
dence in the officers who were to hold the elec- 
tion, and because ttie Constitution which might 
be formed, must, in the opinion of Gov. Walker, 
be submitted to a vote of all the people for rati- 
fication or rejection, whether they voted at this 
election or not. The entire vote for delegates 
was only about 2,200. 

The delegates elected assembled in Conven- 
tion at Lecompton, Sept. 5th, but soon adjourned 
over to October, to await the result of the Ter- 
ritorial Election on the first Monday of that 
month. At this Territorial Election, both par- 
ties nominated candidates. At the request of 
Gov. Walker, 2,0u0U. S. troops were in tho Ter- 
ritory, and they were stationed so as to protect 
the polls as much as possible. Over eleven 
thousand votes were po'led, after rejecting 
2,800 as fraudulent and irregular, 1,600 of which 
were returned from the Oxford precinct, where, 
according to the census, there were but 43 voters, 
'and twelve hundred from MoG«e County, wher» 



MR. BLCHANAJTS LECOMPTON MESSa&E. 



117 



&o poll was opened. The result of this election 
was, the Free-State party carried the legislatire 
and the delegate to Congress. 

The Convention reassembled in October, ac- 
cording to adjournment, and formed the Consti- 
tution now so famous as ihe Lecouipton Consti- 
tution. When it became known that the Con- 
vention had refused to submit the entire con- 
stitution to a vote of the people for ratification 
or rejection, and had submitted only a proposi- 
tion in regard to Slavery, and that in a form and 
under a test oath which would prevent the Free- 
State people from voting, there was great excite- 
ment (in the Territory, threatening bloodshed. 
Under these circumstances, Acting Gov. Stanton 
called (Gov. Walker had resigned) an extra ses- 
sion of the Territorial Legislature. The legisla- 
ture assembled Dec. 17 th, and passed an act to 
submit the Lecompton Constitution fairly to a 
vote of the people on the 4th ef January next, 
following, the time fixed by the Lecompton con- 
vention for the election of State officers under 
that constitution. . 

On the 21st of Dec, the vote was taken in the 
manner prescribed by the Convention, and re- 
suited as follows : 

. . 6,266 
. . 567 



" For the constitution with Slavery " . 
" For the constitution without Slavery " 



Total vote 6,793 

Jan. 4ih, 1858, in accordance with the act of 
the Territorial Legislature, the people voted as 
follows : 

For ttie Lecompton Constitution with Slavery . 1$8 

" " " without " . . 24 

Agidoflt the Lecompton Constitution .... 10,226 

Being over ten thousand majority against the 
Lecompton Constitution. 

PRESIDENT BUCHANAN^S LECOMPTON MESSAGE. 

The following is the President's special Mes- 
sage, of Feb. 2ud, 1858. 

I have received from J. Calhoun, E.«q., President of the 
late Constitutional Convention of Kansas, a copy duly 
certified by himself, of the Constitution framed by that 
body, with the expression of the hope that I would sub- 
mit the same to the considera ion of Congress *' with the 
view of the admission of Kansas into the Union as an 
independent State" In compliance with this requrst, I 
herewith transmit to Congress for their action the Con- 
stitution of Kansas, with the ordinance rei^pecting the 
public lands, as well as the letter of Mr. C?i}lioun, dated 
at Lecompton, on the 14 h ult., by which tliey were ac- 
companied. Having received but a single copy of the 
Constitution and ordinanc<'i I send this to the Sennte. 

▲ great delu^sion seems to pervade the public mind in 
relation to tlmcondition of parties in Kansas. This arises 
from the difficulty of inducing the American people to 
realise the fact that any portion of them should be in a 
state of rebellion ngainst the Government under which 
they live. When we sp -ak of the a-flairs of Kansas, we 
arc apt to refr merely to the existence of two violent 
political parties in that Territory, divided on the question 
of Slavery, Just as we spealc of such partjes in the States. 
This presents no adeqitate idea of the true state of the 
case. The dividing line there is not between two politi- 
cal parties, both acknowledging tlie lavrfui existence of 
the Government, but l>etween those wlio are loyal to this 
Government and those who have endeavored to destroy 
iti existence by force and by usurpation — ^between those 
who sustain, and tlio-ie who have done all in their power 
to overthrow, the Territorial Government established by 
Congress. This Government they would longsince have 
subverted had it n t been protected from their a'^saults by 
the troopH of the United Stai4:». Such has been the con- 
dition of afif.iira since my InaugMration, Ever since that 
period, a large portion of the people of Kansas have been 
in a state of rebellion agamst the Government, with a 
military leader at their liead, of most turbulent and dan- 
gerous charactef. , Tii^y have never acknowledged, but 
have contitautVy reiH)unc*{d and defietl^ tlie Government 



to which they owe allegiance, and have been all the time 
in a state of resistance against its authority. They have 
all the time been endeavoring to subvert it and to estab- 
lish a revolutionary Government, under the so-called 
Topeka Constitution, in its stead. Kven at this very 
moment, the Topeka Legislature are in session. Who- 
ever has read the correspondence of Gov. Walker with 
the State Department, recently communicated to the 
Senate, will be convinced that this picture is not over- 
drawn. He always protested against the withdrawal of 
any portion of tiie military force of the United States 
from the Territory, deeming its presence absolutely 
necessary for tlie preservation of the regular Govern- 
ment and the execution of the laws. In his very first 
dispatch to the Secretary of State, dated June 2, 1857, lie 
says : 

*' The most alarming movement, however, proceeds from 
the assembling, on ihe 9ih of June, of ihe so-called Topeka 
Legislature, wi:h a view to the enactment of an entire code of 
laws. Of coiirsr, It will be my endeavor to prevent such a 
result, as It wouLJ lead lo loevltable and disastrous collision, 
and in fact reuew the civil war In Kansas." 

This was with difficulty prevented by the efforts of 
Governor Walker ; but soon thereafter, on the 14th of 
July, we find tiiin requesting General Harney to furnish 
him a regiimnt of dragoons to proceed to the city of 
Lawrence, and this for the reason that he had received 
authentic intelligence, verified by his own actual obser- 
vation, thai a'dangerous rebellion had occurred, involv; 
iiig an open defiance of the laws, and the establishment 
of an insurgent government in that city. In the Gover- 
nor's dispatch of July 15, he inform^ the Secretary of 
State that 

" This movement at Lawrence was the beginning of a plan, 
originating In that cityi to organize Insurrection throughout 
the Territory, and especially in all towns, cities and counties 
where the kepublican party have a majoriiy Lawrence is 
the hotbed of all the Abolition movements In this Territory. 
It Is the town established by the Abolition Societies of the 
East, and, wliUe there are respectable people there, it Is filled 
by a considerable number of mercenaries, who are paid by 
AbolHiou Societies to perpetuate and ditfuse agitation through- 
out Kansas, and prevent a peaceful settlement of this ques- 
tion. Having failed In Inducing their own so-called Topeka 
State Legislature to organize this Insurrection, Lawrence has 
commenced it herself, and. If not arrested, the rebelliou will 
extend throughout the Territory." 

And again : 

" In order to send this communication immediately by mall, 
I must close, assuring you that the spirit of rebellion pervades 
the great mass of the Republican party of this Territory, 
instigated, as I entertain no doubt they are, by Eastern bo- 
oieties, having In view results most disastrous to the Goveru- 
nient and the Union ; and that the continued presence of Gen. 
Harney is indispensable, as was originally stipulated by me, 
wlih a large body of dragoons and several batteries." 

On the 2iith of July, 1857, Gen. Lane, under the 
authority of the Topeka Convention, undertook, as Gen. 
Walker informs us, 

" To organize the whole Free-State party into volunteers, 
and to take the names of all who refuse enrolment. The pro- 
fessed object was to protect the polls at the elections, in 
August, of a new insurgent Topeka State Legislature. The 
object in taking the names of all who refuse enrollment is to 
terrify the Free-State Conservatives into submission. This Is 
proved by the recent atrocities committed on such men by the 
Topekaiies. The speedy location of large bodies of regular 
troops here wl;h two batteries Is necessary. The Lawrence 
Insurgents await the developments of this new military organ 
ization." 

In the Governor's dispatch of July 2T, he says that 

'* Gen. Lane and his staff everywhere deny the authority of 
the Territorial laws, and counsel a total disregard of these 
enactments." 

Without making further quotations of a similar charac- 
ter fiom other dispatches of Governor Walker, it appears, 
by reference to Secretary Stanton's communication to 
Gen. Cass on the 9th of December last, that 

" The important step of calling the legislature together was 
taken af^er I (he) had become satisfied that the election ordered 
by the Convention on the 2lst of December could not be con- 
ducted without collision and bloodshed." 

So intense was the disloyal feeling among the enemies 
of the Government established by Congress, that an 
election which afforded them opportunities, if in the ma- 
jority, of making Kansas a Free State according to their 
own expressed desire, could not foe conducted without 
collision and bloodshed. The truth is that, up to the 
present moment, the enemies of the existing government 
still adhere to their Topeka revolutionary constitution 
and government. The very first paragraph of the mes- 
sage of Gov. Robinson, dated the 7th of December, to the 
Topeka Legislature, now assembled at Lawrence, eon- 
tains an open defiance of the laws and Constitution of 
the United States. The Governor says : 

"The Coiivpntion which framed tlie Topeka Constltnlon 
originated with tii; people of Kansas Territory. Th'- 
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have adopted and ratified the same twice by a direct vot», also 
iaUlrectly through two electioas for Siate ofllcera aad mam- 
bers of the State Legislature ; yet it lias pliias«d the Admlais- 
trauoQ to regard the whole proceedhig a» revolutionary." 

This Topeka Government, adhered tO' with such trea- 
sonable pertinacity, is a government in direct opposition 
to the existing government prescribed and recognised by 
Congress. , 

It is usurpation of the same character as it would be 
for a porUon of the people of any State to undertaice to 
establish a separate government within its limits tor 
the purpose of redressing any grievance, real or imag- 
inary, of which they might complain against the legiti- 
mate State Government. Such a pr.nciple, if carried into 
execution, would destroy all lawful authority and pro- 
duce universal anarchy. Fj'om this statement of facts, 
the reason becomes palpable why the enemies of the gov- 
ernment authorized by Congress have refused to vote for 
the delegates to the Kansas Constitutional Convention, 
and also, afterward, on the question of Slavery submitted 
by it to the people. It iq because they have ever refused 
to sanction or recognize any other Constitution than that 
framed at Topeka. Had the whole Lecompton Constitu- 
tion been submitted to the people, the adherents of this 
organization would doubtless have voted against it, be- 
cause, if suocessfkil, they would thus have removed the 
obstacles out of the way of their own revolutionary Con- 
stitution ; they would have done this, not upon the con- 
sideration of the merits of the whole or part of the 
Lecompton Constitution, but simply because they have 
ever resisted the authority of the government authorized 
by Congress fk-om which it emanated. Such being* the 
unfortunate condition of affairs in the Territory, what was 
the right as well as the duty of the law-abiding people ? 
Were they silently and patiently to submit to the Topeka 
usurpation, or to adopt the necessary measure to estab- 
lish a Constitution under the authority of the organic law 
of Congress ? That this law recognized the right of the 
people of the Territory, without an enabling act of Con- 
gress, to form a State Constitution, is too clear for argu- 
ment. For Congress " to leave the people of the Terri- 
tory perfectly free" in framing their Constitution *' to 
form and regulate their domestic institutions in their own 
way, subject only to the Constitution of the United 
States," and then to say that they shall not be permitted 
(o preceed and frame the Constitution in their own way, 
without express authority from Congress, appears to be 
almost a contradiction in terms. It would be much 
more plausible to contend that Congress had no power to 
pass such an enabling act, than to argue that the people 
of a Territory might be kept out of the Union for an indefi- 
nite period, and until it might please Congress to permit 
them to exercise the right of self-government. This 
would be to adopt, not their own way, but the way which 
Congress might prescribe. It is Impossible that any peo- 
ple could have proceeded with more regularity In the 
formation of a Constitution than the people of Kansas 
have done. It was necessary, first, to ascertain whether 
it was the desire of the people to be relieved from their 
Territorial dependence and establish a State Government. 
For this purpose, the Territorial Legislature, in 1855, 
passed a law for taking the sense of the people of the 
Territory upon the expediency of calling a Convention to 
form a State Constitution at the general election to be 
held in October, 1856. The " sense of the people" was 
accordingly taken, and they decided In favor of a Con- 
vention. 

It is true that at this election the enemies of the Terri- 
torial Government did not vote, because they were then 
engaged at Topeka, without the slightest pretext of law- 
ful authority, in framing a Constitution of their own for 
subyei'ting the Territorial Government. In pursuance 
of this decision of the people in favor of a Convention, 
the Territorial Legislature, on the 27th of February, 1857, 
passed an act for the election of delegates on the third 
Monday of June, 1857, to frame a State Constitution. 
This law Is fa fair in Its provisions as any that ever 
passed a legislative body for a similar purpose. The right 
of suffrage at this election is clearly and justly defined. 
Every bona fide citizen of the United States, above the 
age of twenty-one, and who had resided therein for three 
months previous to that date, was entitled to a vote. In 
order to avoid all Interference firom neighboring States 
and Territories with the freedom and fairness of the elec- 
tion, a provision was made for the registry of qualified 
voters, and in pursuance thereof, nine thousand two hun- 
dred and fifty-one voters were registered. Gov. Walker 
did his whole duty in urging all qualified citizens of Kan- 
sas to vote at this election. In his Inaugural Address on 
the 27th of May, he informed them that — 

" Under our practice, the prellminarv act of framing a State 
GqnstltuUon is uoiibrmly performed through the Instrn- 
mlntality of a Convention of delegates chosen by the people 



themselves. That Convention Is now about to be elected bj 
you, under the call of the Territorial Legislature created, ana 
still recognized, by the authority of Coagress and clothed by 
it, in the comprehensive laaguage of the organic law, wiih fuU 
power to make such an eoacunent. The Territorial Legisla- 
ture, then, in assembling this Convention, were fully sustained 
by tne act of Congress, and the authority of the Convention la 
distinctly recognized in my instructions from the President of 
the United States." 

The Governor also clearly and distinctly warns them 
what would be the consequences if they did not partici- 
pate in the election. The people of Kansas, then*, he 
says, 

*' Are invited by the highest authority known to the Consti- 
tution to participate freely and fairly iu the eieciiou of dele- 
gates to frame a Constitution and State Government. The law 
has performed its entire appropriate function, when itextf^ds 
to the people the right<of sufl'rage ; but it cannot compel the 

Eerformance of that duty. Throughout the n^hole union, 
owever. and wherever free government prevails, those who 
abstain from the exercise of the right of suffrage authorize 
those who do vote to act for them in that contingency, and 
absentees are as much bound, under the law and Constliutioii, 
where there la no fraud or violence, by the act of the majority 
of those who do vote, as if all iiad participated in the eleuiiou. 
Otherwise, as voting must be voluntary, self-government 
would be impracticable, and monarchy or despotism would 
remain as the only alternative." 

It may also be observed that at this period any hope, 
if such had existed, that the Topeka Constitution 'would 
ever be recognized by Congress must have been aban- 
doned. Congress had acijourned on the thi d of March 
previous, having recognized the legal existence of the 
Territorial Legislature in a variety of forms, which I net;d 
not enumerate. Indeed, the Delegate elected to the 
House of Representatives under a Teiritorial law had 
been admitted to a seat and had just completed his te m 
of service the day previous to my inauguration. This 
was the propitious moment for settling all the diflScul ies 
of Kansas. This was the time for abandoning the revo- 
lutionary Topeka organization, and for the enemies of 
the existing government to conform to the laws and unite 
with its friends in framing a State Constitution. But this 
they refused to do, and the consequences of their refusal 
to submit to the lawful authority, and vote at the election 
of delegates, may yet prove to be of the most deplorable 
character. Would that the respect for the laws of the 
land, which so eminently distinguished the men of the 
past generation, could be revived 1 It is a disregard and 
violation of law which has for years kept the Territory 
of Kansas in a state of almost open rebellion against its 
Government — It is the same spirit which has produced 
actual rebellion in Utah. Our only safety consists in 
obedience and conformity to the law. Should a general 
spirit against its enforcement prevail, this will prove fatal 
to us as a nation. 

We acknowledge no master but law, and should we cut 
loose from its restraints and every one do what seemeth 
good in his own eyes, our case would indeed be hopeless. 
The enemies of the Territorial Government determined 
still to resist the authority of Congress. They refused to 
vote for delegates to the Couventlon, not because, 
from circumstances which I need not detail, there was an 
omission to register the comparatively few voters who 
were inhabitants of certain counties In Kansas in the 
early spring of 1857, but because they had determined, 
at all hazards, to adhere to their revolutionary organiza- 
tion, and defeat the establishment of any other consti- 
tution than that which they had framed at Topeka. The 
election was therefore suffered to pass by default, but of 
this result the qualified electors who refund to vote can 
never justly complain. ~ 

From this review, It Is manifest that the Lecompton 
Convention, according to every principle of constitu- 
tional law, was legally constituted and Invested with 
power to frame a Constitution. The sacred principle of 
Popular Sovereignty has been Invoked in favor of the 
enemies of Law and Order In Kansas ; but in what man- 
ner is Popular Sovereignty to be exercised 4n this coun- 
try if not through the Instrumentality of established law ? 
In certain small republics of ancient times, the people 
did assemble In primary meeting, passed laws and di- 
rected public affairs. In our country, this Is manifestly 
impossible. Popular Sovereignty can be exercised here 
only through the ballotbox ; and if the people will refhse 
to exercise It in this manner, as they have done in Kan- 
sas at the election of Delegates, It Is not for them to 
complain that their rights have been violated. 

The Kansas Convention, thus lawfully constituted, pro- 
ceeded to frame a Constitution, and, having completed 
their work, finally adjourned on the 7tb of November 
last. They did not think proper to submit the whole of 
this Constitution to a popular vote, but they did sabmit 
the question whether Kansas should be a Free or Slave 
State to the people. This was the question wldoh had con- 
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▼nlsed the Union and shaken it to the very center. This 
was the question which had lighted the flames of civil 
war in Kansas and had produced dangerous sectional 
parties throughout the confederacy. It was of a charac* 
ter so paramount in respect to the condition of Kansas, 
<iS to rivet the anxious attention of the people of the 
whole country upon it and it alone — no person thought 
of any other question. For my own part, when I in- 
stfttcted Governor Wallcer in general terms in favor of 
suhmitting the constitution to the people, I had no 
object In view except the all-absorbing question of 
Slavery. In what manner the people of Kansas might 
regulate their other concerns, was not the subject which 
attracted my attention. In fact, the general provisions 
of our recent State constitutions, after an experience of 
eighty years, are so Similar and excellent tliat it would 
be difficult Ub go far wrong at the present day in framing 
a new constitution. I then believed, and still believe, 
that, under the organic act, the Kansas Convention 
were bound to submit this all-important question of 
Slavery to the people. It was never, however, my 
opinion that, independently of this act, they would have 
been bound to submit any portion of the constitution to 
a popular vote in order to give it validity. Had I enter- 
tained such an opinion, this would have been in opposi- 
tion to many precedents in our history, commencing in 
the very best age of our Republic. It would have been 
in oppDsition to the principle which pervades our insti- 
tutions, and which is every day carried into practice, 
that the people have a right to delegate to the repre- 
sentatives chosen by themselves their sovereign power 
to frame constitutions, enact laws, and perform many 
other Important acts, without requiring that these should 
oe subjected to their subsequent approbation. * It would 
be a most inconvenient limitation of their own power, 
imposed by the people upon themselves, to exclude 
^hem from exercising their sovereignty in any lawful 
manner which they think proper. 

It is true that tlie people of Kansas might, if they had 
oleased, have required the Convention to submit the con- 
stitution to a popular vote, but this they have not done. 

The only remedy, therefore, in this case is that which 
exists in all other similar cases. If the delegates who 
framed the Kansas Constitution have in any manner 
riolated the will of their constituents, the people always 
possess the power to change their constitution or laws 
according to their own pleasure. The question of Slavery 
wa.s submitted to an eleotion of the people on the 21st of 
December last, in obedience to the mandate of the Con- 
vention. Here, again, a fair opportunity was presente-i 
to the adherents of the Topeka Constitution, if they were 
the majority, to decide this exciting question *' in their 
own way," and thus restore peace to the distracted Ter- 
ritory ; but they again refused to exercise the right of 
Popular Sovereignty, and again suffered the election to 
pass by default. I heartily rejoice that a wiser and bet- 
ter spirit prevailed among a large majority of these 
people on the first Monday in January, and that they 
did on that day vote under the Lecompton Constitution 
for a Governor and other State officers, a member of 
Congress, and for members of the Legislature. This 
elecUon was warmly contested by the parties, and a larger 
vote polled than at any previous election in the Territory. 
We may now reasonably hope that the revolutionary 
Topeka organization will be speedily and finally aban- 
doned, and this will go far toward a final settlement of the 
nnhappy differences in Kansas. If frauds have been com- 
mitted at this election by one or both parties, the legisla- 
ture and people of Kansas, under their constitution, will 
know how to redress themselves and punish these detesta- 
ble but too common crimes without outside interference. 

The people of Kansas have, then, " in their own way," 
and in strict accordance with the organic act, framed a 
Constitution and State Government, have submitted the 
all-important question of Slavery to the people, and have 
elected a Governor, a member to represent them in 
Congress, membei-s of the State Legislature and other 
State officers ; and they now ask admission into the 
Union under this constitution, which is republican in its 
form. It is for Congress to decide whether they will 
admit or reject the State which has thus been created. 

For my own part, I am decidedly In favor of its admis- 
fion, and thus terminating the Kansas question. This 
will carry out the great principle of Non-intervention 
recognised and sanctioned by the organic act, which 
declares in express language in favor of the non-inter- 
vention of Congress with Slavery in the States and 
Territories, leaving the people ** perfectly free to form 
and regulate their domestic institutions in their own way, 
subject only to the Constitution of the United States." In 
this manner, by localizing the question of Slavery and 
confining it to the people who it immediately concerned, 
every patriot anxiously expected that this question would 



be banished from the halls of Congress, where it has 
always exerted a baneful influt^nce tliroughout the whole 
country. 

It is proper that I should briefly refer to the election 
held under the act of the Territoi ial Legislature on the 
first Monday of January last on the Lecompton Consti- 
tution. This election was held after the Territory had 
been prepared for admission into the Union as a Sove- 
reign State, and when no authority existed in the Terri- 
torial Le^slature which could potisibly destroy its exist- 
ence or change Its character. The election, wliich was 
peaceably conducted under my instructions, involved 
strange inconsistencies. A large majority of the persons 
who vo'ed against the Lecompton Constitution were at 
the same time and place recognizing its valid existence 
in the most solid and authentic manner by voting under 
its provisions. I have yet received no official informa- 
tion of the result of this election. 

As a question of expediency, after right has been 
maintained, it may be wise to reflect upon the benefits 
to Kansas and the whole country that will result from 
its Immediate admission into the Union, as well as the 
disasters that may follow its rejection. Domestic peace 
will be the happy gonsequence of the admission, and that 
fine Territory, which has hitherto been torn by dissen- 
sions, will rapidly increase in population and wealth, and 
speedily realize the blessings and comforts which follow 
in the train of agricultural and mechanical industry. 
The people, then, will be sovereign, and can regulate 
their affairs in their own way. If the majority of them 
desire to abolish domestic Slavery within the State, there 
is no other possible mode by which it can be effected so 
speedily as by prompt admission. The will of the 
majority is supreme and irresistible, when expressed In 
an orderly and lawful manner. It can make and un- 
make constitutions at pleasure. It would be absurd to 
say that they can impose fetters upon their own power 
which they cannot afterward remove. If they could do 
this, they might tie their own hands Just as well for a hun- 
dred as for ten years. These are the fundamental princi- 
ples of American freedom, and are recognized, I believe, 
in some form or other by every State constitution ; and 
if Congress, in the act of admission, should think proper 
to recognize them, I can perceive no objection. 

This has been done emphatically in the constitution of 
Kansas. It declares in its bill of rights that ** All politi- 
cal power is inherent in the people," and all free govern- 
ments are founded on their authority and instituted for 
their benefit, and thererore have at all times an inalien- 
able and indefeasible right to alter, reform and abolish 
their form of government, in such manner as they may 
think proper. The great State of New-York is at this 
moment governed under a constitution framed and estab- 
lished in direct opposition to a mode prescribed by the 
previous constitution. If, therefore, a provision chang- 
ing the constitution of Kansas after the year 1S64. could 
by possibility be construed into a prohibition to make 
such change previous to that period, this prohibition 
would be wholly unavailing. The legislature already 
elected may, at Its very first session, submit the question 
to a vote of the people, whether they will or n6t have a 
convention, to amend their constitution, and adopt a!l 
necessary means for giving efftrct to the popular will. It 
has been solemnly ac^udged, by the highest judicial tri- 
bunal known to our laws, that Slavery exists in Kansas 
by virtue of the Constitution of the United States. 
Kansas is therefore at this moment as much a Slave State 
as Georgia or South Carolina. Without this, the equality 
of the Sovereign States composing the Union would be 
violated, and tlie use and enjoyment of a Territory ac- 
quired by the common treasure of all the States, would 
l^e closed against the people and property of nearly half 
the members of the Confederacy. Slavery can, therefore, 
never be prohibited in Kansas, except through the meant 
of a constitutional provision ; and in no other manner can 
this be obtained so promptly, if the majority of tltb people 
desire it, as by admitting her into the Union under her 
present constitution. On the other hand, should Con- 
gress reject the constitution, under the idea of affording 
the disaffected in Kansas a third opportunity to prohibit 
Slavery in the State, which they might have done twice 
before if in the majority, no man can foretell the conse- 
quences. If Congress, for the sake of those men who re- 
fuseil to vote for delegates to the convention, when they 
might have excluded Slavery firom the ccnstitmion, and 
who afterward refused to vote on the 21st of December, 
when they might, as Uiey claim, have stricken Slavery 
from the constitution, should now reject the State be- 
cause Slavery remains in the constitution, it is manifest 
that the agitation upon this dangerous subject will be re- 
newed in a more alarming form than it has ever yet 
assumed. Every patriot in the country had indu* 
hope that the Kansas-Nebraska Act would h 
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Saat end to the Slavery agitation, at least in Oonffress, 
which had f«»r more than twenty years convulsed the 
country and endangered the Union. Tlda act involved 
great and fundaiuental principles, and, if fairly carrivd 
into effect, will seiil^ the question.' BITouid Mgitatlou be 
again revived— !<hould the people of sister StatMS beugain 
e<itranged from each oUier with more than their f.»rmer 
bitterness — this will arise from a cause, so far as the in- 
terests of Kansas are concerned, more trifling and in- 
significant than has ever stirred the elements of a great 
people into commotion. To the people of Kansas, the 
oiily practical diflfcrence between admission or rejection, 
depends simply up'«n the fact whether they can them- 
selves more sp^aediiy change their present Constitution if 
it does not accord with the will of the majority, or frame 
a second Constitution to be submitted to Congretss here- 
after. 

Even if this were a question of mere expediency and 
not of right, a small difference of time one way or the 
other, is not of the least importance, when contrasted 
with the evils which must necessarily result to the whole 
eountry from the revival of tlie Slavery agitation. 

la considering tlii:4 question, it should never be for- 
gotten that in proporiion, to its Insignificance, let th«r 
decision be what it may, so far as it may uffect a few 
thousand inhabitants uf Kansas, who have from the be- 
ginning resisted tlie Constitution and the Ihws, for this 
very reason the rejecti«»n of the Constitution will be so 
much th e more lieenly felt by the people of fourteen 
States of the Union where Slavery is recognized under 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Again the speedy admission of Kansas into the Union 
will restore peace and quiet to the whole country. 
Already the affairs of this Territory have engrossed an 
undue proportion of public attention. They have sadly 
affected the friendly relations of the people of the States 
with each other and alarmed the fears of patriots for the 
safety of the Union. Kansas once admitted into the 
Union, the excitement becomes localised and would soon 
die away for want of outside aliment, and then every 
difficulty could be settled by the ballot-box. Besides, 
and no trifling consideration, I shall then be enabled to 
withdraw the troops from Kansas, and employ them on a 
service where they are much needed. They have been 
kept there on the earnest importunity of Governor 
Walker, to maintain the existence of the Territorial 
Government, and secure the execution of the laws. He 
considered at least two thousand regular troops, under 
the command of General Harney, were necessary for this 
purpose. Acting upon his reliable information, I have 
been obliged in some degree, to interfere with the ex- 
pedition to Utah in order to keep down the rebellion in 
Kansas. This lias involved very heavy expenses to the 
Government. Kansas once admitted, it is believed there 
will no longer be occasion there for the troops. 

I have thus performed my duty on this important 
question under a deep sense of my responsibility to God 
and to the country. My public life will terminate in a 
brief period, and I have no other object of earthly ambi- 
tion than to leave my country in a peaceful and pros- 
perous condition, and to live in the affections and 
respect of my countrymen. The dark and ominous 
clouds now impending over the Union I conscientiously 
believe will be dissipated with honor to every portion of 
it by the admission of Kansas during the present session 
of Congress; whereas. If she should be rejected, I greatly 
fear these clouds will become darker and more ominous 
than any which have ever yet. tlireatened the Constitu- 
tian and the Union. (Signed) Jahks Bctchanan. 

The Lecoiuptoa Constitution contains a pro- 
vision on ilie subject of Slavery, as follows: 

SLAVBRT. 

$ 1. The right of property is before and higher than 
any coniftitutional sanction, and the right of the owner 
of a slave to such a slave and its increase is the same, 
and is inviolable, as the right of the owner of any pro- 
perty whatever 

§ 2. The Legislature shall have no power to pass laws 
for the emancipation of slaves without the consent of 
their owners, or without paying their owners, previous 
to emancipation, a full equivalent in money for the 
slaves so emancipated. They shall have no power to 
prevent emigrants to the State from bringing with them 
such persons as are aeemed slaves by the laws of any 
one of the United States or Territories so long aa any 
persons of the same age or description shall be continued 
slaves by tlie laws of tliis State; provided that such 
person or slave be 'the bona fide property of such emi- 
grant; 9,u^ provided^ aleo^ that laws may be passed to 
prohibit the introduction of slaves into this State who 
U.ive committed liigh crimes in other States cr Territories. 



They shall have power to permit the owners of slaves to 
emancipate . them, saving the riglits of creditors, and • 
preventing them from becoming a public charge. They 
shall have power to oblige the owners of slaves to trea^ 
them with humanity — to provide for their necessary fooc 
and clothing — to abstain from ail injuries to them, 
exten(Ung to life or limb — and, in case of neglect or 
refusal to comply with the direction of such laws, to 
have such slave or slaves sold for the benefit of the 
owner or owners. 

§ 8. In the prosecution of slaves for crimes of higher 
grade than petit larceny, the Legislature shall have no 
power to deprive them of an impartial trial by a petit 
jury. 

$4. Any person who shall dismember or deprive a 
slave of life shall suffer such punishment as would be 
inflicted in case the like offense had been committed on 
a firee white person, and on the like proof, except in case 
of instirrection of such slave. 

This provision, and this provision alone, it 
wars finally determined by a close vote to sub- 
mit to the registered electors. For this purpose, 
by the terms of a schedule annexed bo the 
Constitution, an election was to be held on the 
21st of December. The ballots cast were to be 
indorsed either '* Constitution with Slavery," or 
'* Constitution with No Slavery." Thus to have 
the privilege of voting No Slavery, it was still 
made necessary to vote for the Constitution, 
beside which, all persons offering to vote must, 
if challenged, *^ take an oath to support the 
Constitution if adopted." 

If the number of votes " for the Constitution 
without Slavery" should be a majority, then 
the schedule provides, that ** The rights of 
property in slares now in the Territory, shall 
in no manner be interfered with." Making it 
impossible to abolish Slavery. 

This schedule, as if with a direct view of 
superseding the Territorial Legislature and 
Congressional delegate elect, further provided 
that the Constitution shall be in force '^ after 
its ratification by the people" (without waiting 
for the approval of Congress) a State election 
to be held on the first Monday in January, 
1868, for the choice of a Governor, Lieutenant- 
Governor, Secretary of State, Auditor, State 
Treasurer, and members of the Legislature, and 
also a member of Congress. It also provided 
(as if to deprive the Territorial Legislature of 
all power of acting) that all laws in force not 
repugnant to the Constitution shall continue 
until altered, amended or repealed by a Legis- 
lature assembled under the provisions of this 
Constitution ; and that all officers, civil or 
military, under the authority of the Territory 
of Kansas, shall continue to hold and exercise 
their respective offices until superseded by the 
authority of the State : the first meeting of the 
State Legislature to take place upon the issue 
of a proclamation by the President of the 
Convention, upon the receipt of official infor- 
mation that Congress has admitted Kansas into 
the Union. A provision is also inserted in- 
tended to prevent any amendment previous to 
the year 1864, and then only upon the concur- 
rence of two-thirds of the members of both 
liouses, and *^ a majority of all the citizens of 
the State." 

LfiCCMPTON AND ENGLISH BILLS. 

The following record of the action of Congress 
on the admission of Kansas under the Lecomp- 
ton Constitution, will be interesting for future 
reference. 
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The original bill, as it passed the Senate 
under the lead of Senator Green (March 28, 
1658), was as follows : 

THB UEGOMFTON BILL. 

A BiUfor 1h€ AdmUaion of the Stats of Kanaatt into 
the Union, jareaented im. the Senate oy Mr. Green, 
of Miseoui% from the Oommittee on Territoriee^ 
February 17, 1858. 

Whereas^ The people of the Territory of Knnsas did, 
by a Convention of Delegates called and a^^eiiibled at 
Leconipton, September 4, IS&T* form for themselves a 
Constitution and State Government, which (*Hid Oonven- 
tmu having astced the admission of the Territory into 
the (Jaioa as a State on an equal fuoting with the original 
State?. 

Be u efMided by the Senate and House of Bepreaen- 
iaUvea of the United States qf America in Omgresa 
aeaembUd^ 'I'hat the State of Kansas shall be, and is 
hereby declared to be, one of the United States of 
America, and admitted into the Union on an equal foot- 
ing with the orginal States, in all respects whatever; 
and the said iftate tihall consist of all the territory in- 
cluded within the following boundaries, to wit : Begin- 
ning at a point on tiie western boundary of the State of 
Missouri where the thirty-seventh parallel of latitude 
crosnes the same; thence west on said parallel to the 
eastern boundary of New Mexico; thence north on said 
boundary to laiiiude thirty-eight; thence following said 
boundary westward to the eastern boundary of the Terri- 
tory of Utah, on the summit of the Rocky Mountains; 
t/ience northward on said summit to the fortieth parallel 
of latitude ; thence east on said parallel to the western 
boundary of the State of Missouri; thence south with the 
westward boundary of said State, to the place of begin- 
ning: . . . 

S 2. And be U further enacted, That the State of 
K<insas is admitted into the Union upon the express con- 
ditlrtn that said State shall never interfere with the 
primary disposal of the public landa, or with any regula- 
tions which Congress may fiad necessary for securing the 
title in said lands to the bona fide purchasers and 
Krantees thereof, or impose or levy any tax, assessment, 
or imposition of any description whatsoever upon them, 
or other property of the United 8tates,'within the limits of 
§:iid State ; and that notidng in this act shall be construed 
to abridge or infringe any right of the people asserted in 
tlie Constitution of Kansas, at all times, to alter, reform 
or al>olish their form of government iii such manner as 
ttiey may thinlc proper. Congress hereby disclaiming any 
auttiority to intervene or declare the construction of the 
C institution of any State, except to see that it is republi- 
can in form and not in conflict with the Constitution of 
tiie United States; and nothing In this act shall be con- 
strued as Hn assent by Congress to ail or to any of the 
propositions or claims contained in the ordinance an- 
nexed to the Constitution of the people of Kansas, nor to 
deprive the said State of Kansas of the same grants 
wliich were contained in said act of Congress, entitled, 
*' An act to authorise the people of the Territory of 
Minnesota to form a Constitution and State Government, 
preparatory to admission into the Union on an equal 
footing with tlie original States," approved February 26, 
1853. 

§ 3. And be it further enacted^ Thait until the next 
general census shall be taken, and an apportionment of 
representation made, the State of Kansas shall be entitled 
to one Representative in the House of Representatives of 
the United States. 

The bill passed, 33 to 25, as follows : 

TBAS — rOR LBUOJCPTOS. 

Alabama..— -Fttzpatrick, Clay. Arkansas. — Sebastian, 
Johnson. CALiroRNiA.— Gwin. Dblawahi. — Bayard. 
Florida. — M^illory, Yulee. GKOROiA.—lverson, Toombs. 
InoiANA. — Fitch, Bright. Iowa. — Jones. Krntitokt. — 
Thompsom. Lodisiaha. — Benjamin, Slidell. Mabtlard. 
— Pearce, Kk.snbot. Missisaippi — Brown. Mi8(M>uki.— 
Green, Polk. Nbw-Jbkskt. — Wright, Thomson. North 
Cabouna —Biggs. Pbmnstlvamia <— Bigler. Rhoob 
ISLAMO. — Allen. South Carolina. — Evans, Hammond. 
TUMNKSSBB.— Johnson. Tbxas.— Henderson, HoTOTOM. 
ViRQiNLA. — Mason, Hunter. Total, 83, 

NATSr-AOAINST LBOOMPTON. 

Oalipobnia.— Broderick. QoumwcTKCxrt.—Foaier^Dkbon. 
(LLiMoia.— OimgiHS, Tr-umhtM. low A.~ITarlan. Kkm- 
rccKV.— Crittknokm. Mainr. — Feeaenden^ JJamUn, 
MAMACHDSRTTd.— WiUon, Swnuer. MiciiroAN.— Stuart, 
Gftandler. NRw-HAMPdiUKii.— /7.i2e, (If/irk. Nrw- 
Xiin.^L,'^ Seward ^ King. Ohio.— Pugli, Wa^e. Ruoom 



IsLKun.^Sim/nione. Tknnrssbb. — Bkll. Vioimont — 
€hlU»r^er, Foot. Wisconsin. — Durkee. DooUttle. To* 
tal, 25. 

ABi^!iRT OR NOT VOTTKO. — Messrs. Bttes (Del.), Reid 
(N. C), Davis (Mi.), Cameron (Pa.) Mr. Cameron paired 
off with Mr. Davis. 

Previous to taking this vote, Mr, Crittenden 
moved a substitute for the bill, in substance, 
that the Constitution be submitted to the people 
at once, and, if approved, the President to 
admit Kansas by proclamation. If rejected, 
the people to call a Convention and frame a 
Constitution. The substitute made special pro- 
vision against frauds at the election. 

This substitute was lost : Yeas, 24 ; Nays, 34. 

On the first of April, the bill was taken up in 
the House and read once, when, its second 
reading having been objected to by Mr. Gid- 
dings, the question recurred under the rule, 
Shall. the bill be rejected? A vote was taken 
and resulted, Yeas, 96 ; Nays, 137. 

Mr. Montgomery, of Pa., offered as a substi- 
tute, with slight alterations, the bill which Mr. 
Crittenden had offered in the Senate. Mr. 
Quitman, of Mississippi, also offered a substitute, 
which was the same as the Senate bill, with th^ 
omission of the declaratory clause, *'that the 
people shall have the right at all times to alter 
or amend the Constitution in such manner as 
they think proper," etc. 

Mr. Quitman's substitute was lost — Yeas, 72; 
Nays, 160, the yeas being all frOm the Slave 
States, and Mr. Montgomery's was adopted, 120 
to 112. 

The Crittenden-Montgomery substitute, as it 
passed the House, was in the following words : 

§1. Beit enacted, etc. , That the State of Kansas be,' 
and is hereby, admitted into the Union on an equal foot- 
ing with the original States in all respects whatever ; but 
inasmuch as it is greatly disputed whether the Constitu- 
tion framed at Leconipton on the 7th day of November 
last, and now pending before Congres!), was fairly made, 
or expressed the will of the people of Kansas, this admis- 
sion of her into the Union as a State is here declared to 
be upon this fundamental condition precedent, namely : 
That the said constitutional instrument shnll be first sub- 
mitted to a vote of the people of Kansas, and assented to 
by them, or a minority of the voters, at an election to be 
held for the purpose ; and as soon as such assent shall be 
given, and duly made known, by a majority of the Com- 
missioners herein appointed, to the Pressident of the 
United States, lie shall announce the same l)y proclama- 
tion, and thereafter, without any further proceedings on 
tiie part of Congress, tlie admission of the said State of 
Kansas into the Union upon an equal footing with the 
original States, in all respects whatever, shall be complete 
and absolute. At the said election tiie voting shall be by 
ballot, and by indorsing on his ballot as each voter may t 
please, ^*for the Constitution," or *' against the Constitu- 
tion." Should the said Constitution be rgected at the 
said election by a majority of votes being ca-st against it, 
then, and in that event, the inhabitants of said Territory 
are hereby authorised and empowered to form for them- 
selves a Constitution and State Government i)y the namo 
cf the State of Kansas, according to the Federal Con- 
stitution, and* to tiiat end may eltct delegates to a con- 
Temion as hereinafter provided. 

§ 2. And be it further enacted, That the said State of 
Kansas shall have concurrent jurisdiction on the Missouri 
and all other rivers and waters bordering on the saidStrte 
of Kansas, so far as the same shall form a common bound- 
ary to said Stale and any other State or States now or 
hereafter to be f«)rmed or bounded by the same ; und 
said rivers and waters, and all the navigable waters of 
said State, shall be common higiiways and forever freo, 
as well to the inhabitants of said State as to all other citi- 
aens of tlie United States, without any tax, duty, impost, 
or toil therefor. 

% 8. And be it further enacted. That for the purposa 
of insuring, as far aa possible, that the elections author- 
ised by this act may be tair and free, the Oovernor and 
the Secretary of the Territory of Kansas, and the presid- 
ing officers of ilie two brauoucs of its Legislature, uaio»«'v 
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the President of the Council and Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, are hereby constituted a board of com- 
missioners to carry into effect the provisions of this act, 
and to Uiie ali tlie means necessary and proper to tliat 
end. Any tliree of them shall constitute a Board ; and 
the board siiall have power and authority, in respect to 
each and all of the elections hereby autlioriZfd or pro- 
vided for, to designate and establish precincts for voting, 
or to adopt ttiose already established ; to cause polls to 
be opened at such places as it may deem proper in the re- 
spective counties and election precincts uf said Territory; 
to appomt, as judges of election at each of the several 
places of voting, three discreet and respectable persons, 
any two of whom Mhall be competent to act; to require the 
Siieriffs of the several counties, by themselves or deputies 
to attend thejudges at each of the places of voting, for 
the purpose of preserving peace and good order, or the 
said Board may, in>tead of said Sheriffs and their deputies, 
appoint, at their discretion, and in such instances as they 
may choose, other fit persons for the same purpose ; and 
when the purpose of the election is to elect delegates to a 
Convention tu form a Constitution, as hereinbefore pro- 
vided for, the number of delegates shall be sixty, and 
they shall be apportioned by said Board among the 
several counties of said Territory, according to the num- 
ber of voters; and in making this apportionment, the 
Board may join two or more counties together to make 
an election or representative district, where neither of 
the said counties has the requisite number of voters to 
entitle it to a delegate, or to join a smaller to a larger 
county having a surplus population, where it may serve 
to equalize tJie represent-ition. The elections hereby 
authorised shall cuniinue one day only, and shall not be 
continued later than sundown on that day. The said 
Board shall appoint the day of election for each of the 
elections herek>y authorized, as the same may become 
necessary. The said Governor shall announce, by pro- 
clamation, the day appointed for any one of aaid elections, 
and the day shall be as early a one as is consistent with 
due notice thereof to the people of iiaid Territory, suliject 
to'flie provisions of this act. The said Board shall have 
full power to prescribe the time, manner and places of 
each of said elections, and to direct the time and manner 
of the returns thereof, which returns shall be made to the 
said Board, whose duty it shall be to announce the result 
by proclamation, and to appoint therein as early a day 
as practicable for the delegates elected (where the election 
has been for delegates) to assemble in Convention at the 
seat of Qovernmeutof caid Territory. When so dissembled, 
the Convention shall fir^t determine, by a vote, whether 
it is the wish of the proposed State to be admitted into the 
Union at thai time; and if so, shall proceed to form a 
Constitution, ami take all necessary steps for the estab- 
lishment it a State Government, in conformity witn the 
Federal CuiiHtituJLion, subject to the approval ami ratifica- 
tion of the people of the proposed State. And tlie said 
Convention shall accordingly provide Uiv its Mubuiisslon 
to the vote of the people for approval or i ejection ; and 
if the majority of votes shall be given for tlie Constitution 
so framed as aforesaid, the Governor of the Territory 
shall, within twenty days after the result is known, notify 
the President of the United States of the same. And 
thereupon the President shall announce the same by pro- 
clamation, and ihereufter, and without any further pro- 
ceedings whatever on tlie part of Congress, the admission 
of the said State of Kansas into the Union, upon an equal 
footing with the original States in all respects whatever, 
shall be complete and ab:<olute. 

§ 4. And be it further enacted^ That in the ejections 
hereby autlionzcd, all white male inhabitants of said Ter- 
ritory over the age of twenty-one years, wlio are legal 
voters under the laws of tlie Territory of Kansas, and 
none others, xhail be allowed to vote; and this shall be 
the only qualification required to entitle the voter to the 
right of Suffrage in said elections. And if any person not 
so qualified rliail vote or offer to vote, or if any person 
shall vote more than once at either of said elections, or 
Shalt make, or cause to be made, any false, fictitious or 
fraudulent returns, or !>hall alter or change any returns 
of either of baid elections, sucli person shall, upon convic- 
tion thereof b. fore any court of competent jurisdiction, be 
kept at hard lab<r not less than six months, and not 
more than three years. 

% 5. And be it fu>rth»r enacted^ That the members of 
the aforesaid Board of Commissioners, and all penons 
appointed by thein to carry into effect the provisions of 
this act, siiall, before entering upon their duties, take an 
oath to perforin faithfully the duties of their respective 
offices ; and on failure thereof, they shall be llaljle and 
subject to the same charges and penalties as are provided 
o like cus<fs under the Territorial laws. 

§ 6. And be U further enacted^ That the officers men- 
tioned in the preceding section shall receive for their ser- 



vices the same compensation as is given for like servicefl 
under the Territorial laws. 

§ 7. And be it further enacted^ That the said State of 
Kansas, when her admission as a State becomes complete 
and absolute, shall be entitled to one member in the 
House of Representatives, in the Congress of the United 
Slates, till the next census be taken by the Federal Gov- 
ernment. 

§ 8. And be it further enacted. That the following 
propositions be, and the same are hereby offered to the 
said people uf Kansas for their free acceptance or rejec- 
tion, which, if accepted, shall be obligatory on the United 
States and upon the 6aid State of Kansas, to wit : Fint, 
That the sections numbered sixteen and tliirry-six in 
every township of public lands in said btate, and where 
either of said sections, or any part thereof has been sold 
or otherwise disposed of, other lands equivalent thereto, 
and as contiguous as may be, shaU be granted to said 
State for the use of schools. Second^ That seventy-two 
sections of land shall be set apart and reserved for th« 
use and support of a State University, to be selected by 
the Governor of said State, subject to the approval of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and to be 
appropriated and applied in such manner as the Legis- 
lature of said State may prescribe for the puipose afore- 
said, but for no other pui poses. Zhird, That ten entire 
sections of land, to be selected by the Governor of said 
State, in legal subdivisions, shall be granted to said State 
for the purpose of completing the public buildings, or for 
the erection of others at the seat of government, under 
the direction of the Legislature thereof. Fourth^ That 
all salt springs within said State, not exceeding twelve in 
number, with six sections of land a^jo.ning, or as contigu- 
ous as may be to each, shall be granted to said State for 
its use ; the same to be seiec ed by the Governor thereof 
within one year after the admission of said State, and 
when so selected, to be used or disposed of on such 
terms, conditions and regulations as the Legislature shall 
direct : Provided^ That no salt springs or land the right 
whereof is now vested in any individual or individuals, 
or which may be hereafter be confirmed or adjudged to 
any individual or individuals, shall by this art.cle be 
granted to said State. FifUiy That five per centum of 
the net proceeds of sales of all public lands lying within 
said States, which shall be sold by Congress after the ad- 
mission of said State into the Union, after deducting all 
the expenses incident to the same, shall be paid to said 
State, for the purpose of making public roads and inter- 
nal Improvements, as the Legislature shall direct : Pro- 
vided^ The foregoing propositions hereinbefore offered 
are on the condition that the people of Kansas shall pro- 
vide, by an ordinance, itTevocable without the consent 
of the United States, that said State shall never interfere 
with the primary disposal of the soil within the same by 
the United States, or with any regulations C . ngress may 
find necessary for securing the title in said soil to b<ytui 
fide purchasers thereof, and that no tax shall be imposed 
on lands belonging to the United States, and that in no 
case shall non-resident proprietors be taxed h'gher than 
residents. Sixth: And that the said S ate shall never 
tax the landd nr the property of the United States in that 
State: Frov-ided however^ That nothing in this act of 
admission shall be so ccnstraed as to ratify or accept the 
ordinance attached to said Constitution ; but said ordi- 
nance is hereby re^jected by the Government of the Uni- 
ted States. 

The following are the Yeas and Nays : 

TEAS — TO AMEND OB SUBSTITUTE. 

Califorkia.— McKibbin— 1. 

CoNNKCTicuT. — Clark, Dean— 2. 

lLunoi8,—Flihu Washbume^ Famsworth, Lov^oy, 
Kellogg^ Morris, Harris, Shaw, Robert Smith, &un. S. 
Marshall— 9. 

Indiana.— English, Yoltj^KUgore^J. G. Davis, WHeon^ 
Colfaxa^ Case, Fetiit-~8. 

loyr A.— Curtis, T. Da/»ia—2, 

Kbntucxt. — Undkrwood, Uumphrrt Marshall— 2 . 

Maine.- IT^wMf. Oilman^ AbboU^ Moree^ I. Wash- 
bume^ Foster — 6. 

Mamtland.— RiCAUD, J. M. Harris, H. Winter Davis— 8. 

Massachusetts.— JJaZ^, Buffinton^ Damrell^ CominA^ 
BurlingamSf Davie^ Ooochy Knapp^ Thayer ^ Ch>iffeey 
Dawes— 11. 

MiCEiQkv.—ffowcM^df Waldron, Walbridge^ Leach— i, 

MtaaaxjM.— Blair — I . 

Nxw-Hampshieb.- P)U:0, Tappa^^ Cragitir-4L 

Nbw-Jkebbt.— CAztc^ffon, BobhinSy Adrain — 8. 

North Carolina.— Gilmkr—1. 

Nbw-Yorc- Haskin, H. F. Clark, Murray. Thompson^ 
Oiin^ Doddy Palmery Spinner^ Clark B. Cochrane^ 
MM'se, MatU^dn^ Bemutt^ OooduiUy Board, Granger 
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Morga/n^ Pottle^ Parker^ KeUey^ Andrews^ Sherman^ 
Burroughs^ Fenton — 28. 

Ohio.~ Pendleton, Groesbeck, Campbell^ Nichols^ 
Mott, Cockerill, Harlan^ Stamion^ Hall, Horton.Cox^ 
Sherman, Bliss^ Tbmpkins^ Lawrence, ZeiUr^ Wade^ 
Giddings^ Bingham — 19. 

Pennsylvania.—^. J. MbrtHs^ Owen Jones, Hickman^ 
Roberts^ Kunfcel, Qrow^ Edie^ Covode^ Montgorajry, 
mtchiej Punyiance^ Stewarty tnck. Chapman.— 14. 

Rhode Island.— i>Mr/««, Brayton—2. 

■Vkrmont. — Walton^ Morrill, Royct—Z. 

Wisconsin.— Poa«r, C. C. WcMM/ume^ Billinghurst — 
«.— Total, 120. 

RATS. 

Alabama.— Stallwortb, Shorter, Dowdell, Moore, Hous- 
ton, Cobb, Curry — ^7. 

Arkansas. — Greenwood, Warren — 2. 

Calwornia.— Scott— 1. 

CoNNKCTiCDT.— Arnold, Bishop— 3. 

Delaware.— Whiteley — 1. 

Florida. — Hawkins — 1. 

Gboroia.— Seward, Crawford, Tbippb, Gartrell, Wright, 
Jackson, Hill, Stephens— 8. 

Indlaka — Niblack, Hughes, Gregg — 8. 

Kkntdckt. — Burnett, Peyton, Talbott, Jewett, Elliott, 
Clay, Mason, Stevenson — 8. 

Louisiana.— EusTis, Taylor, Davidson, Sandidge— 4. 

Maryland. — Stewart, Kunkel, Bowie— 3. 

MissouRi. — Andbksoh, Clark, Craig, Woodson, Phelps 
—6. 

MississiFPi.— Lamar, R. Davis, Barksdale, Singleton, 
Quitman— <$. 

Nbw-Jbkset. — Huyler, Wortendyke— 2. 

North Carolina. — Shaw, Ruffin, Winslow, Branch, 
Scales, Craige, Clingman — 7. 

Kew- York.— Searing, Taylor, Sickles, Kelly, Maclay, 
John Cochrane, Ward, Kuasell, Coming, Hatch — 10. 

Ohio. — Miller, Burns — ^2. 

Pennsylvania. — Florence, Landy, Phillips, Glancy 
Jones, Leidy, Dimmick, White, Ahl, GiUis, Reilly, De- 
wart— 11. 

SocTH Carolina.— 3IcQueen, Miles, Kei^t, Bonham, 
Boyce— 5., 

ThKNESSEK. — ^Watkins, Matnard, S. A. Smith, Savage, 
Rxady, Jones, Wright, ifoLLiooFFKR, Atkins, Avery — 10. 

Texas.— Bryan, Reagan— 2. 

Virginia.— Garnet, MiUson, Caskie, Goode, Bocock, 
Powell, Smith, Faulkner, Letcher, Clemens, Jenkins, Ed- 
mundson. Hopkins — 18. Total, 112. 

^&6£A^Caruther8 (Mo ) 

BKCAPITDLATIOK. 

Teas. 
Republicans, 92 ; Democrats, 22 ; Americans, 6. Total 
— i!iO. 

2fay9. 
Democrats, 104 ; Americans, 8. Total— 112. 

The bill having been returned to the Senate 
on the second day of April, Mr. Green moved 
to disagree to tiie House amendment which 
motion was adopted : Yeas, 34, Nays, 22. 

The following are the Nays : 

Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Seward, Sim- 
mons, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson. 

In the House of Representatives, on the 'Zth 
of April, Mr. Montgomery, of Pennsylvania, 
moved that the House adhere to its amend- 
ment, which motion was carried, Yeas, 119, 
Nays 111 — the vote being the same as on the 
adoption of the amendment, with the exception 
of Messrs. Marshall and Bowie, who paired off 
and did not vote. 

On the 13th of April, the Senate Toted to in- 
sist and ask for a conference committee, Yeas, 
SO, Nays, 24— the Nays being the same as the 
Nays on Mr. Greenes motion to disagree, with 
the addition of Messrs. Bell and Sumner. On 
the following day, the H:>u8e received a mes- 
sage from the Senate insisting on its disagree- 
ment and asking a committed of conference,, 
when Mr. Montgomery, of Pa., moved that the 
House insist on its adherence, oc which he d^' 



manded the previous question. The call for the 
previous questionlwas lost by the casting vote 
of the Speaker : 108 to 108. Very much to 
the surprise of the House, Mr. English, of Indi- 
ana, who had acted with the Anti-Lecompton 
party up to this time, moved that the House 
agree to a Conference Committee, and that a 
committee of three be appointed by the 
Speaker to meet a similar committee of the 
Senate, and on this he called for the previous 
question, which was ordered. The Yeas and 
Nays were called, and the vote stood 108 to 
108: the Speaker voting in the affirmative, Mr. 
Englishes proposition was agreed to. The Yeas 
and ^'ays were as follows : 

Ybas. — Messrs Ahl, Anderson, Atkins, Avery, Barks- 
dale, Bishop, Bocock, Bonham, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Bryan, Burnett, Bums, Carutheis, Caskie, Clark (Mo.), 
Clay, Clemens, Clingman, Cobb, John Cochrane, Craig 
(Mo), Craige (N. C. >, Crawford, Curry, Dav'.ddon, Davis 
(Miss.), Dewart, Dowdell, £dmund.>«on, Elliot^ KnglWi^ 
Eustls, Faulkner, Florence, Garnett, Gartrell, Goode, 
Greenwood, Gregg, JlaU (Ohio), Hatch, Hawkins, Hill, 
Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett, 
Jones (Tenn.), J. Glancy Jones, Owen Joum^ Keitt, 
Kelly, Kunkel (Md.), Lamar, Landy,. Leidy, Letcher, 
Maclay, McQueen, Mason, Maynard, Miles, Miller, Mill- 
son, Moore, Niblack, Orr, Pendltt^n, Peyton, Flielps, 
Phillips, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Reagan, Ruffin, Rus- 
sell, Sandidge, iSavage, Scales, iicott, bearing, Seward, 
Shaw (N. C), Shorter, Singleton, Smith (Tenn.), Smith 
(Va), Stallwoith, Stephens, btevenson, btewart (Md.), 
Talbott, Taylor (N. Y.), Tiippe, Ward, Warrtn, Watkins, 
White, Winslow, Woodson, \> orten<iyke, Wright (Ga.), 
Wright (Tenn.), ZoJlicofier— 109. 

[Tite four in Ualica had hitherto voted anti-Lecomp- 
ton.] 

Nats. — Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bennett, Billinghurst, 
Bingham, Blair, Bliss, Brayton, liulUnton, Burlingame, 
Burrouglis, Campbell,, Case, Chatfee, Chapman, Cl&rk 
Conn.), Clark (^N. Y.), Clawson, Cockerill, Colfax, Com- 
ins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, CurtiH. Damrell, Davis (Md.), 
Davis (Ind.), Davis (Mass.), Davis (Iowa;, Dawes, Dean, 
Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foley, 
Foster, Giddings, Gilman, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, 
Groeslseck, Grow, Hall (Mass.), Harlan, Harris .(Md.), 
Harris, (111.), Haskin, Hickman, Hoard, Ho: ton, Howard, 
Kellogg, Kelsey, Knapp, Lawrence, Leiter, Lovejoy, Mar- 
shall (Ky.) Marshall (III.), Matteson, Montgomery, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Morris (Penn ,) Morris (111.), Morse' (Me.), 
Morse (N. Y.), Mott, Murray, Nichols, Palmer, Pettlt, 
Pike, Potter, Pottle, Purviance, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rob- 
bins, Royce, Shaw (111.), Sherman (Ohio), Sherman 
(N. Y.>, Smith (IlL), Spinner, Stanton, Stewart (Penn.), 
Tappan, Thompson, Tompkins, Underwood, Wade, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Walton, Washburne (IlL), Washburne 
(Me.), Wilson, Wood— lOS. 

The following, not voting, had paired off: 

Adraln with Iluyler, Dimmick with McKibbin, Gillia 
with Roberta, Clark B. Cochrane with Sickles, Reilly 
with Thayer, Taylor (La.) with Kunkel (Pa.), Wash- 
burne (Wis.) with Arnold, Olln with Corning. White- 
ley, absent. 

The Committee of Conference was composed 
of Messrs. James S. Green, (Mo.), Robert M. T. 
Himter, (Va ), and William H. Seward, (N. Y ), 
of the Senate ; and Messrs. William II. English, 
(Ind.), Alexander H. Stephens, (Ga.), and Wil- 
liam A. Howard, (Mich.), on the part of the 
House. 

On the 23d of April, the Committee made 
their report (susceptible of various interpreta- 
tions), Messrs. Seward of the Senate, and How- 
ard, of the House, dissenting. After a rutining 
fight of a week between the friends and oppo- 
nents of the new scheme, on the 30th of April, 
the report of the Committee was adopted by 
both branches of Congress. It was as follows : 

An Act for the AdtniaHon of the State of Kdnaae 
into the Union. — Wh^as, the people of the Territory 
of Kansas did, by a convention of delegates assembled 
at Lecompton on the 7th day of Nov., 1S57, for that pur 
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pose, form for themselves a coDBtitution and State 
government, which constitution is republican; and 
tohereohs^ at the same time and place, said convention 
did adopt an ordinance, which said ordinance asserts 
that Kansas, when admitted as a State, will have an un- 
doubted light to tax the lands within her limits belong- 
ing to the United States, and proposes to relinquish said 
asserted right if certain conditions set forth in said or- 
dinance be accepted and ag eed to by the Congress of 
the United States ; and whereaa^ the said constitution 
and ordinance have been presented to Congress by order 
of said convention, and admission of said Territory into 
the Union thereon as a State requested ; and whereaSj 
said ordinance is not acceptable to Congress, and it is 
desirable to ascertain whether the people of Kansas 
concur in the changes in said ordinance, hereinafter 
Boated, and desire admission into the Union as a State 
as herein proposed : Therefore, 

£6 it miacte>dy etc,y That the State of Kansas be, and 
is hereby admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with tiie original States, in all respects whatever, but 
upon this fundamental condition precedent, namely : 
That the question of admission with the following pro- 
position, in lieu of the ordinance framed at Lecompton, 
be submitted to a vote of the people of Kansas, and 
assented to by them or a majority of the voters voting 
at an election to be held for that purpose, namely : 
Tnat the following propositions be, and the same are 
hereby offered to the people of Kansas for acceptance 
or rejection, which, if accepted, shall be obligatory on 
the United States and upon the said State of Kansas, to 
wit : J^'irtit, That sections mumber sixteen and thirty- 
six in every township of public lands in said State, or 
where ether of said sections or any part thereof has 
been sold or otherwise disposed of, other lands equiva- 
lent the.eto, and as contiguous as may be, shall be 
granted to said State for the use of schools. Second^ 
That seventy-two sections of land shall be set apart and 
reserved for the support of a State University, to be 
selected by the Governor of said State, subject to the 
approval of the CommLssioners of the General Land- 
Oifice, and to be appropriated and applied in such man- 
ner as tlie legislature of said State may prescribe for 
the purpose aforesaid, but for no other purpose. Third^ 
That ten entire sections of land, to be selected by the 
Governor of said State, in legal subdivisions, shall be 
granted to said State for the purpose of completing the 
public buildings, or for the erection of others at the seat 
of government, under the d rection of the legislature 
thereot Fourth^ That all salt springs within said State, 
not exceeding twelve in number, with six sections of 
land adjoinmg, or as contiguous as may be to each, 
shall be granted to said State for its use, the same to be 
selected by the Governor thereof, within one year after 
the admission of said State ; aud, when so selected, to be 
used or disposed of on such terms, conditions and regu- 
lations as the legislature may direct : Provided^ That 
no sait sp'-ing or land, the right whereof is now vested 
in any individual or individuals, or which may hereafter 
be confirmed or adjudged to any individual or indivi- 
duals, shall by this article be granted to said State. 
FifUiy That five per centum of the net proceeds of sales 
of all public lands lying within said State which shall be 
Sold by Congress after the admission of said State into 
the Union, after deducting all the expenses incident to 
the same, shall be paid to said State for the purpose of 
making public roads and intci nal improvements, as the 
legislature shall direct : Provided^ The foregoing pro- 
positions herein offered are on the condition that said 
State of Kansas shall never interfere with the primary 
disposal of the lands of the United States, or with any 
regulations which Congress may And necessary for 
securing the title in said soil to bona fid^ purchasers 
thereof, and that no tax shall be imposed on lands be<- 
longing to the United States, and that in no ease shall 
non-resident proprietors be taxed higher than residents. 
Stwth,^ And that said State shall never tax the lands or 
property of the United States in that State. 

At the said election ttie voting shall be by ballot, and by 
indorsing on his ballot, as each voter may be pleased, 
*' Proposition accepted," or ** Proposition r^ected." 
Should a mijjority of the votes cast be for " Proposition ac- 
cepted," the President of the United States, as soon as the 
fact is duly made known to him, shall announce the same 
by proclamation ; and thereafter, and without any further 
proce'edings on the part of Congress, the admission of the 
rtate of Kansas into the Union upon an equal footing with 
the original States in all respects wliatever shall be com- 
plete and absolute ; and said State shall be entitled to one 
member in the Uouse of Hepresentatives in the Congress 
of the United States until the next census be taken by the 
Federal Government. But should a majority of the votes 
cast be for *' Proposition rejected," it shall be deemed and 



held that tiie people of Kansas do not desire admission mio 
the Union with said Constitution under the conditions set 
forth in said proposition : and in that event the people of 
said Territory are hereby authorized and empowered to 
form for Uiemselves a Constitution and State Government, 
by the name of the State of Kansas, according to the i^ed- 
eral Constitution, and may elect delegates for that purpose 
whenever, and not before, it is ascertained by a census 
duly and legally taken, that the population of said Terri- 
tory equals or exceeds the ratio of representation required 
for a member of the House of Representatives of the Con- 
gress of the United States ; and whenever thereafter such 
delegates shall assemble in Convention, they shall first de- 
termine by a vote whether it is the wish of the people of 
the proposed State to be admitted into the Union at that 
time ; and, if so, shall proceed to form a Constftution, and 
take all necessary steps for the establishment of a State 
Government, in conformity with the Federal Constitntion, 
subject to suchlimitations and restrictions as to the mode and 
manner of its approval or ratification by the people of the 
proposed State as they may have prescribed by law, and 
shall be entitled to admission into the Union as a State un- 
der such Constitution, thus fairly and legally made, with or 
without Slavery, as sadd Constitution may prescribe. 

§ 2. And bs U further enacted^ That for the pur- 
pose of insuring, as far as possible, that the elections an 
thorized by this act may be fair and free, the Governor, ' 
United States District Attorney, and Secretary of ttie Ter- 
ritory of Kansas, and the presiding officers of the two 
branches of its liCgislature, namely, the President ol the 
Council and the Speaker of the Uouse of Representatives, 
are hereby constituted a board of Commissioners to carry 
into e£fect the provisions of this act, and to use all the 
means necessary and proper to that end. And tturee of * 
them shall constitute a board ; and the board shall have 
power and authority to designate and establish precincts 
for voting or to adopt those already established ; to cause 
polls to be opened at such places as it may deem proper in 
the respective counties and election precGicts of said Ter- 
ritory ; to appoint as judges of election at each of the 
severid places of voting, three discreet and respectable 
persons, any two of whom shall be competent to act ; te 
require the sheriffs of the several counties, by themselves 
or deputies, to attend the judges at each of the places of 
voting, for the purpose of preserving peace and good or- 
der ; or the said board may, instead of said sheriflb and 
their deputies, appoint at their discretion, and in such hv 
stances as they may choose, other fit persons for the same 
purpose. The election hereby authorized 'shall continue 
one day only, and shall not be continued later than suiy 
down on that day. The said board shall appoint the day 
for holding said election, and the said Governor shall an 
nounce the same by proclamation ; and the day shall be 
as early a one as is consistent with due notice thereof to 
the people of said Territory, subject to the provisions of 
this act. The said board shall have full power to prescribe 
the time, manner, and place of said election, and to direct 
the time (within) which returns shall be made to the said 
board, whose duty it shall be to announce the result by 
proclamation, and the said Governor shall certify the same 
to the President of the United States without delay. 

§ 8. And be it further enacted^ That in the election 
hereby authorized, all white male inhabitants of sud Ter- 
ritory, over the age of twenty-one years, who possess tlie 
qualifications which were required by the laws of said Ter- 
ritory for a legal voter at the last general election for the 
members of the Territorial Legislature, and none others, 
shall be allowed to vote ; and this shall be the only qnalii^- 
cation required te entitle the voter to the right of suffrage 
in said election. And if any person not so qualified shall 
vote or offer to vote, or if any person shall vote more than 
once at said election, or shall make, or cause to be made, 
any false, fictitious, or fraudulent returns, or shall alter or 
change any returns of said election, such person shall, up- 
on conviction thereof before any court of competent juris- 
diction, be kept at hard labor not less than six months and 
not more' than three years. 

% 4. And be it further enacted. That the members 
of the aforesaid board of commissioners, and all persons 
appointed by them to carry into effect the provisions of 
this act, shall, before entering upon their duties, take an 
oath to perform faithfully the duties of their respective 
offices : and on failure thereof, they shall be liable and 
subject to the same charges and penalties as are provided 
in like cases under the Territorial laws. 

% 6. And be U further enacted. That the officer* 
mentioned in the preceding section shall receive for th* ir 
services the same compensation as is given for like service h 
under the Territorial laws. 

Tbe vote in the Senate, on agreefaig to the Conference Omh- 
mittee*B Report, stood — Yea^, 80 ; Nays, 22 ; aa'follove : 

Yius. — Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bez^'amia, B^er, Big^r, 
Blight, Brown, Clay, Davis, Evans, Fitzpatrlck, Qre> i<, 
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Ghrin, Hammond, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson (Ark) 
Johnson (Tenn.), Jones, Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, Polk, 
Pugh, Sebastian, Thompson (N.J. ), Toombs^ Wright, Tulee. 

Nays. — Messrs. Brcdcrick, Cameron, Chandler, CoUa- 1 
mer, Crittenden, Dixon, i)oolittle, Douglas, Durkee, ' 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, llale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, 
Seward, Simmons, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson. 

Paired.— Bell with Pearce, Fitch with Sumner. 

ABSkKT.— Claik, Dates, Henderson, Reid, Thompson 
'Ky.), Slidell. 

Iq the House, on the final vote, among those who had 
voted against the orignal Lecompton BiU and who now 
supported the English scheme, were Gilmer, Am., of N. C., 
aud the following Democrats, viz. : • English and Foley, 
of Ind ; Cockerill, Cox, Groesbeck, Hall, Lawrence and 
Pendleton, of Ohio; and Owen Jones, of Pa. Gen. 
Quitman, of IVlississippi, and Mr. Bonham, of 8. C, fire 
eaters, voted No, and the following members "paired 
off," viz : Washburn (Wis.) with Arnold; Matteson with 
Reuben Davis ; Purviance with Dimmick ; Morrill with 
Faulkner ; Horton with Hill ; J. C. Knnkel with Miles 
Taylor ; Montgomery with Warren ; Thompson with 
Stewart (Md.) ; and Wood with George Taylor. 

In accordance with this act of Congress, 
the people of Kansas went into an election on 
the 8d of August, 1858. Notwithstanding the 
liberal offers in regard to donations to Kansas 
of public lands, in this bill, and the threat that 
if the people did not accept a State Gk>yernment 
with the Lecompton Constitution, they should 
not be permitted to ccme in as a State with 
any Coiisiicution, till they should have a full 
populiitiou of 93,340, still, the Lecompton Con- 
stitution was again rejected by more than ten 
thousand majority. This may be regarded as 
the firicU disposition of this famous Constitution. 
From first to last, it had been the cau?e or the 
subject of more speeches in Congress than any 
m6asure ever brought before that body. 

THE WYANDOT CONSTITUTION. 

The Territorial Legislature passed an act 
(Feb. 11, 1859) to refer the question to the 
people of a new Constitutional Convention, the 
election to be held on the first Tuesday in 
Uarch, 1859. The election was held, and 
resulted in a majority of 3,881 in favor of a 
Convention. This result being ascertained, the 
Governor issued his proclamation for an elec- 
tion of delegates. The old party organizations 
' were now abandoned, and those of Republicans 
and Democrats substituted, and it was on this 
basis that the canvass for the election of dele- 
gates proceeded. The Convention was to 
consist of Hfty-two delegates. The Democrats 
proclaimed themselves disciples of Mr. Douglas 
and his Territorial Sovereignty doctrine, and 
decidedly opposed to making Kansas a Slave 
iSiHte. The Leavenworth district, where, 
through its contractors for army supplies, the 
Government exercised a great influence, and 
which from its population was entitled to ten 
delegates, elected the Democratic ticket, not, 
however, without the aid of fraudulent votes. 
But the Republicans, by their predominance in 
other parts of the Territory, succeeded in 
securing a majority in the Convention of thirty- 
five to seventeen. 

The Convention met at Wyandot on the 5th 
of July, and adjourned on the 27th of the same 
month, after adopting a Constitution by a vote 
of thiity-four to thirteen, all the Democrats 
present voting against it and refusing to sign 
it. They had strenuously contended, in the 
Convention, for the annexation to Kansas of 
(hat part of Nebraska south of the Platte ; for 



retaining as a part of the new State the western 
gold region about Pike's Peak, which was 
beginning to attract great numbers of immi- 
grants; lor the exclusion from the State of 
free negroes, and for the prohibition of bank 
issues, but had been defeated as to all these 
points. 

By the Constitution, as adopted, the bounda- 
ries of the new State were declared to be the 
State of Mi.<isouri on the east, the S7th parallel 
of north latitude on the south, the 41st parallel 
of north latitude on the north, and the gSd 
meridian of longitude west from Washington 
on the west. Ihe western boundary cuts off 
the Pike's Peak region and the desert which 
bounds it on the east, and limits the new State 
to the habitable eastern portion of the Terri- 
tory, embracing an area of some sixty thousand 
square miles. The Executive is to consist of a 
Governor, Secretary of State, Auditor, Attor- 
ney-General, and Superintendent of Public 
Schools, to be chosen by the people, and to 
serve for two years. The House of Represen- 
tatives is to consist of seventy-five members, to ' 
serve one year, and the Senate of twenty-five 
Senators, to serve two years, the numbers to be 
regulated by law, but never to exceed one 
hundred Representatives, and thirty-three Sena- 
tors. The pay is to be three dollars a day and 
fifteen cents per mile travel. All bills must 
orioiiiate with the House, and no act can in- 
clude more than one subject. The Supreme 
Court is to consist of three Judges, to be 
chosen by the people, to hold office for six 
years, one to go out every two years. There 
are to be five District Judges, to be chosen by 
the people of their respective districts, and to 
serve for four years. Each county is to choose 
a Judge of Probate, to serve for two years, 
and each township is to choose Justices of the 
Peace, to serve also for two years. Elections 
are to be by ballot. Every white male adult 
who is a citizen of the United States, or who has 
declared his intention to become one, having 
been a resident in the State for six months, and 
in the precinct for thirty days, is entitled to vote. 

The State is prohibited from becoming a 
party in carrying on any work of internal im- 
provement, nor can any debt, to exceed a mil- 
lion of dollars, be contracted, unless the ques- 
tion be previously ^ubmitted to, and the debt 
authorized by, a popular vote ; and in all cases 
a special tax must be levied sufficient to pay the 
interest aud provide a sinking fund adequate 
to meet the principal when it becomes, due. All 
corporations, banks included, must be estab- 
lished under general laws only, and the corpo- 
rators made liable to twice the amount of their 
stock. The sale of lottery tickets is prohibited. 
The schedule annexed to the Constitution 
claimed of Congress $600,000, or in lieu there- 
of 600,000 acres of land, to meet the claims 
audited to nearly that amount for losses in- 
curred by citizens of Kansas during the late 
troubles. The Commissioners had declined to 
entertain the claim of the New-England Enib 
grant Aid Society, to the amount of $26,000, 
for the destruction of their hotel at Lawrence, 
on the ground that they bad no authority to 
act on any claims except those presented by 
citizens of Kansas, and the Convention de- 
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dined to go beyond the report of the Commis- 
sioners. 

A grant is asked from Congress of 4,550,000 
acres of land for internal improTemeuts, also 
tlie swamp lands of the State to be appropriated 
as a school fund. 

Prefixed to the Constitution is a Bill of 
Rights, which includes a prohibition of Slavery. 
This Bill of Rights also provides that no person 
shall be incoiiipeteDt to testify on account of 
his religious belief. 

Bv a provision of the schedule, this Constitu- 
ilon was submitted to a popular vote on the 
first Tuesday in October, which resulted in its 
ratification by the people by a majority of some 
four thousand. The Territorial election in 
November attracted but little interest from the 
general expectation of the admission of the 
State under the new Constitution. The Repub- 
licans, however, succeeded in electing their 
delegate to Congress and a majority of the 
Legislature. 

The first State Election under this Constitu- 
tion was held December 6, 1859, and resulted 
in the election of Charles Robinson (Rep.) as 
Governor by 2513 majority. Martin F. Con- 
way (Rep.) for Congress by 2107 majority, and 
the entire Republican ticket for State officers 
by majorities ranging from 2000 to 2,500, also 
a Legislature which was Republican in both 
branches by very decided majorities. 

Feb, 16 — ^Mr. Grow introduced ii^the House, 
a bill to udmit Kansas under the Wyandot Con- 
stitution. Referred to Committee on Territo- 
ries, which (March 29th) reported (majority) 
through Mr. Grow in favor of admission. 

April 11. — Mr. Grow demanded the Previous 
Question on the passage of the Bill, which 
was seconded, and the main question ordered. 

Mr. Barksdale, demanded the Yeas and Nays 
— ordered. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 

the affirmative : Yeas, 134 ; Nays, 73, as follows : 

Yha&— Messrs. Chas. F. Adams, A d r a i n , Aldrich, 
Allen, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, J7arr, Barrett, . Beale, 
Bingham, Blair (Pa.), Blake, Brayton, Brioos, Buffinton, 
Btirchj Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfleld, Campbell, 
Carey, 'Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, Clark B. Coch- 
rane, Jb^n Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Cooper, Corwin, 
Covode, 6b(B, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, DueU, Dunn, Edger- 
ton, Edwards, Elliot, Ely, Ethbredgb, Famsworth, Fenton, 
Ferry, Ji'lorence Foster, Foufce, FTa.nlt., French, Gooch, 
Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, U a s k 1 n. Helmick, Hick- 
man, Hoard, Holman, Howard (Ohio), Humphry, Hutch- 
ins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, KilUnger, Larrabee, De Witt C. Leach, 
lj'it,Loga/rt, Longnecker, Loomis, Lov^oy, Marston, Cheis. 
D. Martin, MeClemcknfi; McKean, McKnight, McPh&r- 
aon, Wm. Monlqoraery, Moorehead, Morrill, Edward Joy 
Morris, leaac JH". Morris, Morse, Niblack, Nixon, Olin, 
Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, Pettlt, Porter, Potter, Pottle, 
Rice, R i g g 8, Christopher Robinson, Jantee C. Robin- 
fton, Royce, Schwartz, Scranton, Sedgwick, Spauld- 
Inij, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Wm. Stewart, Stout, Strat- 
tnn, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, 
VallandiffMm, Vandever, Verree, Waldron, Walton, 
C. C Washburn, E. B. Washbume, Israel Washburn, Wkd- 
8TKR, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, Woodruff. 

Republicans, in Roman, 108 

Democrats (from Free States.), in Italice, . . 22 

Antl-Lecompton Democrats, RoiLan spaced, . . 6 

Americao«, in smaix caps, 8 

Total, 184 

Nays — Messrs. Grben Adams, Thoe. L. Anderson, Wm. 
C Anderson. Aahmore^Aaery Sarkedale^ Bocock, Bon- 
ham, BoTSLBR, Boyce, Bbabson Branch, Bristow, Bwr- 
nett, John B. Clarke Clopton, Cobb, James Craig 
B<i-tun Craige, CroAJoford, Curry ^ Davidson, Henrt W' 



Davis, Edmundson, BngUsh (Indiana), Gamett, Oar^ 
trell, GiufKR, Ham4Uon, Hardkman, JoJin T. UarriA, 
Hawkins, Hill, Hindman, Houston, Hughes Jack- 
son, Jenkins, Jones, KeiU, Lamar, James M. Lbacu, 
Leake, Jxyve, Mallory, Maynard, McQueen, McRae, 
Miles, Milhon, Laban T. Mookb, Sydenham Moore, JUkij- 
aojx.JVoeU, Fugh, Qdarles, Reagan Rujffm, Scott (Cal.) 
Sickles (N. Y.), Simms, Singleton, Wm. Smith, W. N. II. 
Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, Stokes, Thonias, Yanck 
Whitely, Winslow, Woods<m. 
Democrats, in Italics, (8 from Free States), . . 55 
Americans, in small caps (all from Slave States), 18 

Total, T8 

Paired— D avis (Indiana), with Phelps. 

Sherman with Harris, of Md. 

Wade with Peyton. 

Somes with McClay (N.Y.) 

YanWyckwith Underwood. 

Burroughs with Bejaryiette. 
Absent Unpaired — Dai>is (Mis.), Landrum, Martin, 
(Ya.), Knnkel. 

Senate, Web. 21st. — Mr. Seward introduced a 
bill for the admission of Kansas under the 
Wyandotte Constitution. 

On the 5th June, this bill being under con- 
sideration, 

Mr. Wigfall, of Tex., explained his views. He de- 
clared he would not vote for the admission of this so- 
called State, under any circumstances. He objected to 
their moral character, and was not willing Texas should 
associate with such a State. 

Mr. Greeners amendment, to change the boundary 
(taking in Pike's Peak), was discussed by Mr. Wade, 
who said the effect of the amendment would be to defeat 
the bill. 

Mr. Hunter moved to postpone the subject, and take 
up the Army bilL 

Mr. Trumbull opposed the motion. He should keep 
the Kansas bill before the Senate till it was finally d s- 
posed of. It was more important than the appropri- 
ation bills, which appeared to be kept back in order to 
interrupt other important business. 

Mr. Seward hoped the friends of Kansas would let a 
vote be taken, so that the responsibility might lie where * 
it belonged. 

The vote was taken by yeas and nays, and resulted. 
Yeas, 82 ; Nays, 27. It was a strict party vote, except 
that Messrs Pugh (Dem., Ohio) and Latham (Dem., 
Cal.) voted with the Republicans not to postpone. Mr. 
Kennedy (S. Am., Md.) voted with the Democrats. 
Messrs. Crittenden (S. Am., Ky.), Douglas, 'Clay, (Dem. 
Ala.), and Nicholson (Dem., Tenn ) were absent. Messrs. 
Douglas and Clay were paired. 

So the motion to postpone, and take up the Army 
bill prevailed. 

Mr. Trumbull called attention to the fact that the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Bigler) desired to postpone 
the Kansas bill because the 'Senate was not fulL Tire 
vot« showed that sixty votes had been cast, with two - 
paired off, showing the fullest vote of the session. 

He said the effect of the vote Just taken was equiva- 
lent to the defeat of the Kansas bill, and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania miist have known the effect of his vote. 

Mr. Wigfall desired t« call attention to the fact that 
the House had once defeated the Army bill, because it 
did not want the army used against the Black Republi- 
can thieves and murderers in Kansas. 

June 7. — Mr. Wade, of Ohio, moved to take 
up the Kansas bill, which was lost — as follows : 

Yeas — Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
(^handler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doollttle, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, 
King, Pugh, Seward, Simmons, Sumner^ Ten Eyck. Trum- 
bull, Wade, Wilkinson, Wilson, Republicans, 25 ; Demo- 
crats, (Bigler and Pugh) 2—27. 

Nats— Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Brag^r* Bright, 
Brown, Chesnut, Clingman, Davis, f^tch, Fitspatnck, 
Greene, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Ivenon, 
Johnson, (Tenn.) Lane, Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nichol- 
son, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, SUdeU, Tfaom> 
son, Toombs, Wigfall, Yulee.— 82. [All Democrats.] 

Mr. Douglas wa.s paired with Mr. Clay ; 
Crittenden (Am.), with Johnson, of Ark., Ken- 
nedy and Saulsbury absent. 

So both Houses adjourned and left- Kansas 
still in the condition of a Territory. 
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SPEECH OF THE HON. ABRAHAM LINCOLN, 

At Spripg/iddf lU., June 17, 1858. 



[The foUowlnK speeob was delivered at Springfield, 111., Rt 
the close of the Rfpublit-ait biate Convention held at that 
time and place, and by which Conrnntion Mr. Lincoln had 
been named as their candidate for U. S. Senator.] 

Mr. Prksidrnt, ako Ormtlkmkn of thb Govvrntion: 
If we could first know where we are, and whither we 
are tending, we could better judge what to do, and how 
to do it. We are- now far into the fifth year, since a 
policy was initiated yril. the avowed object, and confi- 
dent promise, of putting an end to Slavery agitation. 
Under the operation of that policy, that agitation has 
not only not ceased, but has constantly augmented. In 
my opinion, it will not cease, until a crisis shall have 
been reached and passed. ** A house divided against 
itaelf cannot stand." I believe this government cannot 
endure permanently half slave and half free. I do not 
expect the Union to be dissolved — I do not expect the 
house to fall— bat I do expect it will cease to be divided. 
It will become all one thing, or all the other. Either the 
opponents of Mavery will arf est the further spread of it, 
and place it where the public mind shall rest in the be- 
lief that it is in tW course of ultimate extinction ; or its 
advocates will ptish it forward, till it shall become alike 
lawful in all the States, old as well as new — North as 
well as South. 

Have we no tendency to the latter condition? 

Let any one who doubts, carefully contemplate that 
now almost complete legal combination — piece of ma- 
chinery, BO to speak— compounded of the Nebraska 
doctrine, and the Dred Scott Decision. Let him con- 
sider not only what work the machinery is adapted to 
do, and how well adapted ; but also, let him study the 
history of its construction, and trace, if he can, or rather 
fail, if he can, to trace the evidence of design, and con- 
ce t of action, among its chief architects, from the be- 
glDQing. 

The new year of 1854 found Slavery excluded from 
more than half the States by State Constitutions, and 
from most of the national territory by Congressional 
prohibition. Four days later, commenced the struggle 
which ended in repealing that Congressional prohibition. 
This opened all the niitioual territory to Slavery, and 
was the first point gained. 

But, so far, Congress only had acted : and an indorse- 
ment by the people, real or apparent, was indispen- 
sable, to save the point al.'eady gained, and give chance 
for more. 

This necessity had not been overlooked; but had 
been provided for, as well tis might be, in the notable 
argument pf "squatter sovereignty,' otherwise called 
" sacred right of self- government," which latter phrase, 
though expressive of the only rightful basis of any gov- 
ernment, was so perverted in this attempted use of it as 
to amount to iiistthis : That if any one man choose to 
ensilave anot/ier, no third man shall be allowed to 
object. That argument was incorporated into the Ne- 
ormka bill itself, in the language which follows: **It 
aeing the true intent and meaning of this act not to 
iegiitlate Slavery into any Territory or State, nor to ex- 
clude it therefrom ; but to leave the people thereof per- 
fectly f^ee to form and regulate their domestic institu- 
tions in their own way, subject only to the Constitution 
of the United States." Then opened the roar of loose 
declamation in favor of *' Squatter Sovereignty," and 
** sacred right of self-government." "But," said oppo- 
sition members, "let us amend the bill so as to expressly 
declare that the people of the Territory may exclude 



Slavery." " Not we," said the friends of the measure i 
and down they voted the amendment. 

While the Nebraska bill was passing through Congress, 
a lato case involving the question of a negro's ft-eedoni, 
by reason of his owner having roluntai ily taken him 
first into a Free State and then into a Teiritory covered 
by the Congressional prohibition, and held him as 
a slave for a long time in each, was passing through 
the United States Circuit Court for the District of Mis- 
souri ; and both Nebraska bill and law suit were brought 
to a decision in the same month of May, 1854. The 
negro's name was ** Dred Scott," which name now desig- 
nates the decision finally made in the case. Before the 
then next Presidential Election, the law case came to, 
and was argued in, the Supreme Court of the United 
States ; but the decision of it was deferred until after 
the election. Still, before the election, Senator Trum- 
bull, on the floor of the Senate, requested the leading 
advocate of the Nebraska bill to state Mm opinion 
whether the people of a Territory can constitutionally 
exclude Slavery from their limits; and the latter an- 
swers : " That is a question for the Supreme Court." 

The election came. Mr. Buchanan was elected, and the 
indorsement, such as it was, secured. That was the second 
point gained. The indorsement, however, fell short of 
a clear popular majority by nearly four hundred thou- 
sand votes, and so, perhaps, was not overwhelmingly 
reliable and satisfactory. The outgoing President, in< 
his last annual messHge, as impressively as possible, 
echoed back upon the people the weight and authority 
of the indorsement. The Supreme Court met again ;. 
did not announce their decision, but ordered a re-argu-^ 
ment. The Presidential inauguration came, and still no- 
decision of the court ; but the incoming President in his 
inaugural address, fervently exhorted the people to* 
abide by the forthcoming decision, whatever it might 
be. Then in a few days, came the decision. 

The reputed author of the Nebraska bill finds an> 
early occasion to make as peech at this capital, indors- 
ing the Dred Scott decision, and vehemently denounc- 
ing all opposition to it. The new President, too, seizes 
the early occasion of the Silliman letter to indorse and' 
stfongly construe that decision, and to express his ao-> 
tonishment that any different view had ever been enter- 
tained! 

At length a squabble springs up between the President. 
and the author of the Nebraska bill, on the mere ques- 
tion of /<ict, whether the Lecompton Constitution was or 
was not, in any Just sense, made by the people of Kan-^ 
sas ; and in that quarrel the latter declares that all he 
wants is a fair vote for the people, and that he eares not 
whether Slavery be voted doton or voted up. . I do not 
understand his declaration that he cares not whether 
Slavery be voted down or voted up, to be intended by 
him other than as an apt definition of the policy he 
would impress upon the public mind— the principle for 
which he declares he has suffered so much, and is ready 
to suffer to the end. And well may he cling to that 
principle. If he has any parental feeling, well may he 
cling to it. That principle is the only shred left of his 
original Nebraska doctrine. Under the Dred Scott 
decision **^quatter sovereignty" squatted out of ex- 
istence, tumbled down like temporary scaffolding — like 
the mold at the foundi'y served through one blast and 
fell back into loose sand — helped to carry an election, 
and then was kicked to the winds. His late Joint atrug* 
pli» with the Republicans, against the Lecompton Con* 
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tsiUution, Involves nothing of the original Nebraska doc- 
trine. That struggle was made on a point— the right of 
a people to make tneir own constitution — upon which he 
iind the Republicans have never differed. 

The several points of the Dred Scott decision, in con- 
nection with Senator Pouglas^s " care not" policy, consti- 
tute the piece of machinery, in its present state of advance- 
ment. This was the third point gained. Thei working 
i)oiuta of that machinery are : 

Firsts That no negro slave, imported as such from Af- 
rica, and no descendant of such slave, can ever be a citi- 
zen of any State, in the sense ofthat term as used in the 
Constitution of the United States. This point is made in 
order to deprive the negro, in every possible event, of the 
benefit of that provision of the United States Constitution, 
which declares that " The citizens of each State shall be 
entitled to all privileges and immunities of citizens in the 
several States." 

Secondly^ That " subject to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States," neither Congress nor a Territorial Legblature 
can exclude Slavery from any United States Territory. 
This point is made in order that individual men may fill up 
the Territories with slaves, without danger of losing them 
as property, and thus to enhance the chances of perma- 
nency to the institution through all the future. 

T/Urdlt/^ That whether the holding a negro in actual 
slavery in a Free State, makes him free, as against the 
holder, the United States courts will not decide, but will 
le&ve to be decided by Uie courts of any Slave State the 
negro may be forced into by the master. This point is 
made, not to be pressed immediately 5 but, if acquiesced 
in for awhile, and apparently indorsed by the people at an 
election, then to sustain the logical conclusion that what 
Dred Scott*s master might lawfully do with Dred Scott, in 
the free State of Illinois, every other master may lawfully 
do witii any other one, or one thousand slaves, in Illinois, 
or In any other Free State. 

Auxiliary to all this, and working hand in hand with it, 
the Nebraska doctiine, or what is left of it, is to educate 
and mold public opinion, at least Northern public opinion, 
not to care whether Slavery is voted down or voted up. 
This shows exactly where we now are ; and partially, also, 
whither we are tending. 

It will throw additional light on the latter, to go back, 
and run the mind over the string of historical facts already 
stated. Several things will now appear less dark and mys- 
terious than they did when they were transpiring. The 
people were to be left " perfectly free," subject only to the 
Constitution. What the Constitution had to do with it, 
outsiders could not then see. Plainly enough now, it was 
.an exactly fitted niche, for the Dred Scott decision to after- 
ward come in, and declare the perfect freedom of the peo- 
ple to be just no freedom at all. Why was the amend- 
ment, expressly declaring the right of the people, voted 
down ? Plainly enough now : the adoption of it would 
have spoiled the niche for the Dred Scott decision. Why 
was the court decision held up ? Why even a Senator's in- 
dividual opinion withheld, till after the Presidential elec- 
tion ? Plainly enough now : the speaking out then would 
have damaged the perfectly free argument upon which the 
election was to be carried. Why the outgoing President's 
felicitation on the indorsment? Why the delay of a re- 
argument ? Why the incoming President's advance exhor- 
tation in favor of the decision ? These things look like the 
cautious patting and petting of a spirited horse prepara- 
- tory to mounting him, when it is dreaded that he may give 
the rider a fall And why the hasty after-indorsement of 
the decision by the President and others ? 

We cannot absolutely know that all these exact adapta- 
tions are the result of preconcert. But when we see a lot 
of framed timbers, different portions of which we know 
have been gotten out at different times and places, and by 
different workmen — Stephen, Franklin, Roger and James, 
for instance — and when we see these timbers joined to- 
gether, and see they exactly make the frame of a house or 
a mill, all the tenons and mortices exactly fitting, and all 
the lengths and proportions of the different pieces exactly 
adapted to their respective places, and not a piece too 
many or too few — not omitting even scaffolding— or, if a 
.single piece be lacking, we see the place in the frame ex- 
acUy fitted And prepared yet to bring such piece in— -in 
such a case, we find it impossible not to believe that Ste- 
phen and Franklin and Roger and James all understood 
one another from the beginning, and all worked upon a 
common plan or draft drawn up before the first blow was 
•truck. 

It should not be overlooked that, by the Nebraska bUl, 
the people of a State as weU as a Ten-itory, were to be 
left " perfectiy free," " subject only to the Constitution." 
Why mention a State? They were legislating for Territo- 
ries, and not for or about States. Certainly the people of 
a State are and ought to be subject to the Constitution of 
the United States ; but why is mention of this lugged into 



this merely Territorial law? Why are the poopie of a 
Territory and the people of a State therein lumped to- 
gether, and their relation to the Constitution thert^iu 
treated as being precisely the same ? While the opinion 
of the court, by Chief Justice Taney, in the Dred Scott 
case, and the separate opinions of all the concurrii^^r 
Judges, expressly declare that the Constitution of tl.e 
United States neither permits Congress nor a Territorial 
Legislature to exclude Slavery from any United States Tei- 
ritory^ they aXL omit to declare whether or not the same 
Constitution permits a State, or the people of a State, to 
exclude it. Possibly ^ this is a mere omission ; but who 
can be quite sure, if McLean or Curtis had sought to get 
into the opinion a declaration of unlimited power in the 
people of a State to exclude Slavery from their limits, just 
as Chase and Mace sought to get such declaration, in be- 
half of the people of a territory, into the Nebraska bill— I 
ask, who can be quite sure that it would not have been voted 
down in the .one case as it had been in the other ? The 
nearest approach to the point of declaring the power of a 
State over Slavery, is made by Judge Nelson. He ap- 
proaches it more than once, using the precise idea, and 
almost the language, too, of the Nebraska act. On one 
occasion, his exact language is, " except in cases where 
the power is restrained by the Constitution of the United 
States, the law of the State is supreme over the subject of 
Slavery within its jurisdiction." In w^hat cases the power 
of the States is so restrained by the United States Consti- 
tution, is left an open question, precisely as the same 
question, as to the restraint on the power of the Territo- 
ries, was left open in the Nebraska act. Put this and that 
together, and we have another nice little niche, which we 
may, ere long, see filled with another Supreme Court de- 
cision, declaring that the Constitution of the United States 
does not permit a Stats to exclude Slavery fh>m its limits. 
And this may especially be expected if the doctrine of 
" care not whether Slavery be voted down or voted up," 
shall gain upon the public mind sufficiently to give pro- 
mise that such a decision can be maintained when made. 

Such a decbion is all that Slavery now lacks of being 
alike lawful In all the States. Welcome, or unwelcome, 
such decision is probably comhig, and will soon be upon 
us, unless the power of the present political dynasty shall 
be met and overthrown. We shall lie down pleasantly 
dreaming that the people of Missouri are on the verge of 
making their State free, and we shall awake to the reality 
instead, that the Supreme Court has made Illinois a Slave 
State. To meet and overthrow the power of that dynasty, 
is the work now before all those who would prevent tiiat 
consummation. This is what we have to do. How can 
we best do it ? 

There are those who denounce us openly to their own 
friends, a ad yet whisper us softly, that Senator Douglas is 
the aptest instrument there is with which to effect thai ob- 
ject. They wish us to in/er all, from the fact that he now 
has a litUe quarrel with the present head of the dynasty ; 
and that he has regularly voted with us on a single x>oint, 
upon which he and we have never diffeied. They remind 
us that he is a great man, and that the largest of us are 
very small ones. .Let this be granted. But *' a living dog 
is better than a dead lion." Judge Douglas, if not a dead 
lion, for this work, is at least a caged and toothless one. 
How can he oppose the advances of Slavery ? He don't 
care anything about It. His avowed mission is impreflsing 
the " public heart " to octre nothing about it. A leading 
Douglas Democratic newspaper thinks Douglas's superior 
talent will be needed to resist the revival of the African 
slave-trade. Does Douglas believe an effort to revive that 
trade is approaching ? Ue has not said so. Does he really 
think so ? But if it is, how can he resist it ? For years he 
has labored to prove it a sacred right of white men to take 
negro slaves into the new Territories. Can he possibly 
show that it is less a sacred right to buy them where they 
can be bought cheapest? And unquestionably they can 
be bought cheaper in Africa than in Vir^nia. lie has 
done all in his power to reduce the whole question of Sla- 
very to one of a mere right of property ; and as such, how 
can he oppose the foreign slave-trade — how can he refiise 
that trade In that " property" shall be " perfectly firee "— 
unless he does it as a protection to the home production ? 
And as the home producers will probably not ask the pro- 
tection, he will be wholly without a ground of opposition. 

Senator Douglas holds, we know, that a man may right- 
fully be wiser to-day than he whs yesterday — that he may 
rightfully change wlien he finds himself wrong. But caa 
we, for that reason, run ahead, and infer that he will 
make any particular change, of whicli he, himVelf, has 
given no intimatiou ? Can we safely base our aoion upon 
any such vague iuference? Now, as ever, I wish not to 
misrepresent Judge Douglas'd position, question hi.<t 
motives, or do aught that can be ()er!<onally offeunive to 
him. VVlienever, if ever, he nnd we can ootue together on 
principle so tl»Mt our c.»ustf may h«vr Hssistance from 'li* 
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iH'eat ability, I hope to liave interposed no advtM tin' uup j 
-jbsiacle. But clearly, he is not now with us— he does not 
prctvud to be— he does not {u-omise ever to be. 

Our cause, then, must be intrusted to, and conductt-d 
by, its own undoubted friends— those wliosc hHitdo are 
Iree, who«»e hearts are In the work — who do ears Ttir tlie 
re>^ult. Two years ago the Republicans of the nation 
iiiiistered over tiiirteen hundred thousand strong. We 
(lid this under the single impulse o'renistance to a coiumon 
d;\i ger, with ererv external circumf>taL.ce against us. Of 



strange, discordant, and even hostile elements, 
gHtlieredjTroni the four winds, and formed and fought the 
battle through, iiuder the constant hot fire of a disciplined, 
proud and pampered enemy. Did we brave all them to 
falter now? — now, when that same enemy is wavering, 
(liHbevered and belligerent? The result is not donbtfcS. 
We shall not fail — if we stand firm, we efuMnci /a4L 
Wise counsels may accelerate, or mistakes delay it, but, 
sooner or later, the victorv is sure to come. 
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At the second Joint Debate, between Mr. 
Douglas and Mr. Lincoln, at Freeport, Illinois, 
August 27th, 1858, Mr. Lincoln spoke as fol- 
lows: 

Lamu iNO GRinxKHKir : On Saturday last, Judge 
Douglas and myself first met in public discussion. Ue 
spoke one hour, 1 an hour and a half, and he replied for 
half and hour. The order is now reversed. 1 am to 
speak an hour, he an hour and a half, and then I am to 
reply for half an hour. I propose to devote myself during 
the first hour to the scope of what was brought within the 
range of his half-hour speech at Ottawa. Of course there 
was brought within the scope in that half-hour's speech 
something of his own opening speech. In the course of 
that opening argument. Judge Douglas proposed to me 
seven distinct iuterrogatories. In my speech of an hour 
and a half, I attended to some other parts of his speech, 
and incidentally, as I thought, answered one of tiie in* 
lerrogaturies then. I then distinctly intiniHted to him 
that I would answer the rest of his interrogatories on 
condition only that he should agree to answer as many 
for me. He made np intimation at the time of the propo- 
sition, nor did he in his reply allude at all to that sugges- 
tion of mine. I do him no injustice in saying that he 
occupied at least half of his reply in dealing with me as 
tliough I had re/uaed to answer his interrogatories. .1 
DOW propose that I will answer any of the Interrogatories, 
upon condition that he will answer questions from me not 
ezceedii)g the same number. I give him an opportunity 
to respond. The Judge remains silent. I now say that I 
will answer his interrogatories, whether he answers mine 
or not ; and tliat after I have done so, I shall propound 
mine to him. 

1 have suppose^ myself, since the orgftniaation qf the 
Republican party at bloomington, in May, 1656, bound as 
I party man by the platforms of the party, then and since. 
If in any interrogatories which I shall answei go beyond 
the scope of what is within these platforms, it will be per- 
ceived that no one is responsible but o-yself. 

Having said thus much, I will take up the Judge's In- 
terrogaturles as I find them printed in the Chicago TYutM, 
and answer them ssriatim. In order that there may be 
no mistake about it, I have copied the interrogatories in 
writing, and also my answers to them. The first of these 
interrogatories is in these words : 

QuetUmi L **I desire to know whether Lincoln to- lay 
Btaads, as he did in 1864, in Ikvor of the tincondltional repeal oi 
the Fugitive Slave lawf" 

Ansteer. I do not now. nor ever did, stand in fkvor of tho 
imcondldonal repeal of the Fugitive Slave law. 

O. 2. "I desire him to answer whether he stands pledged 
to-oaor, as be did in 18M, against the admission of any more 
Elavo kStates into the Union, even If the people want tbemi"' 

A, I do not now, or ever did, stand pledged against the ad- 
inlsBiou of any more Slave States into the Union. 

^.3. "I want to know whether he stands pledged against 
the Admission uf a new State into the Union with such a Con- 
stitntlou as the people of that State may see fit to make f 

A. I do not staad pledged against the admission of a new 
State inio the Union, with such a Cousiitution as the people of 
that State may nee fit to make. 

Q. 4. " I waul to know whether he stands to-day pledged 
to die ab<>liUou of Slavery in the District of t}oltuabiat>> 



A. I do not stand to-day pledged to the abolition of Slaver)' 
in the District of Columbia. 

Q. 6. "I deshre him to answer whether he stands pledged 
to the prohibition of the slave-trade between the difTerent 
States?" 

A. I do not stand pledged to the prohibition of the slave- 
trade between the different States. 

Q. 6. " I desire to know whether he stands pledged to pio- 
hlbil Slavery \n all the Territorlea of the United States, North 
as well as South of the Missouri Compromise line f" 

A. I am impliedly. If not expressly, pledged to a belief in 
the right and duty of Congress to pronibit Slavery in all tb« 
United States Territories. 

Q. 7: " I desire him to answer whether he is opposed f* 
the acquisition of any new territory unless Slavery is first pro^ 
hibited therein r' 

A. I am not generally opposed to honeit acquisition of ter- 
ritory ; and, in any given case, I would or would not oppose 
such acquisition, accordingly as I might tluDk such acqulsliiou 
would or would not aggravate the Slavery question among 
ourselves. 

Now, my friends, it will be perceived upon an examina- 
tion of these questions and answers, that so far I have 
only answered that I was not pledged to this, that or the 
other. The Judge has not framed his interrogatories to 
ask me anything more than this, and I have answered in 
strict accordance with the interrogHtories, and have 
answered truly that 1 am not pledged at all upon auy 
of the points to which I have answered. But I am ivot 
disposed to hnng upon the exact form of his interrogatory. 
I am rather dit>po8ed to take up at least some of these 
questions, and state what I really think upon them. 

As to the first one, in regard to the Fugitive Slave Law, 
I have never hesitated to say, and I do not now hesitate 
to say, that I think, under the Constitution of the United 
States, the people of the Southern States are entitled to a 
Congressional Fugitive Slave Law. Having said that, I 
have had nothing to say in regard to fhe existing Fugitive 
Slave Lhw, further than that 1 think it should have been 
framed so as to be free from some of the objections that 
pertain to it, without lessening its efficiency. And inas- 
much as we are not now in an agitation in regard to an 
alteration or modification of that law, I would not be the 
man to Introduce it as a new suhject of agitation upon 
the general question of Slavery. 

In regard to the other question, of whether I am 
pledged to the admission of any more Slave States into 
the Union, I state to you very frankly that I would be 
exceedingly sorry ever to be put In a position of having 
to pass upon that question. I should be exceedingly glad 
to know that there would never be another Slave State 
admitted into the Union ; but I must add, that if Slavery 
stfall be kept out of the Territories during the territorial 
existence of any one given Territory, atid then the 
people shall, having a fair oppdrtunity and a clear field, 
when they come to adopt the Constitution, do such an 
extraordinary thing as adopt a Slave Constitution, unin- 
fluenced by the actual presence of the Institution among 
them, I see no alternative, if we own tho country, but 
to admit them Into the Union. 

The third Interrogatory Is answered by the answer to the 
second, it being, as I conceive, the same as tlie second. 

The fourth one is In regard to the abolition of Slavery 
In the District uf Columbia. In relation to that, I hav<f 
my mind very distinctly made up. I should be exceed- 
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ingly glad to Be« Slayerj abolished in the District of 
Columbia. I believe that Coogrest possfttses the consii- 
tationid power to abolish it. Yet, as a member of Con- 
gress, I should notf witli my present views, be in fav*r of 
imdtakWur^nQ to abolish Slavery in the Uistrict of Co- 
kunbla, unless it would be upon these conditions: Fir»ty 
that th« abolition should be gradual. Second^ that it 
aliouid be on a vote of the majurity of qaalified voters in 
the District ; and Thirds that compensation should be 
made to unwilling owners. With these three conditions, I 
confess I would be exeeedingiy glad to see Congress 
abolish Slavery in the District of Columbia, and, in the 
language ef Henry Clay, ** sweep from our Capital that 
foul blot upon our nation." 

lu regard to the fifth interrogatory, I must say here, 
that M to the question of the abolition of the slave-trade 
between the di£ferent States, 1 can truly answer, as I 
have, that I am pledged to nothing about it. It is a 
subject to which I have not given that mature considera- 
tion that would make me feel authorised to state a posi- 
tion so as to hold myself entirely bound by it. In other 
words, that question has never been prominently enough 
before me to induce me to investigate .whether We really 
have the constitutional power to do it. I could investigate 
it if I had sufficient time, to bring myself to a conclusion 
upon that suiiiiject ; but I have not done so, and I say so 
frankly to you here, and to Judge Douglas. I must say, 
however, that if I should be of opinion that Congress 
does possess the constitutional power to abolish the 
slave-trade among the different States, I should still not 
■ be in favur of the exercise of that power unless upon 
some conservative principle as I conceive it, akin to what 
I hare said in relation to the abolition of Slavery in the 
District of Columbia. 

My answer as to whether 1 desire that Slavery should 
be prohibited in all the Territories of the United States, 
is full and explicit within itself, and cannot be made 
clearer by any comments of mine. So I suppose in 
regard to the question whether I am opposed to the acqui- 
sition «>r any more territory unless Slavery is first pro- 
hibited therein, my answer is such that I could add no- 
thing by way of illustration, or making myself better under- 
stood, than the answer which I have placed in writing. 

Now in all this, the Judge has me, and he has me on 
the record. I suppose he had flattered himself that I was 
really entertaining one set of opinions for one place and 
another set for another place — that I was afraid to say 
at one place what I uttered at another. Wiiat I am say- 
ing here I suppose I say to a vast audience as strongly 
tending to Abolitionism as any audience in the State of 
Illinois, and I believe I am saying that which, if it would 
be offensive to any persons and render them enemies to 
myself, would be offensive to persons in this audience. 

I now proceed to propound to the Judge the interroga- 
tories, so far as I have framed them. I will bring fur- 
ward a new installment when I get them ready. I will 
bring them forward now, only reaching to number four. 

Tiie first one is : 

Question 1. If the people of Kansas shall, by means en- 
tirely uDObjectionable in ail other respects, adopt a State Con- 
sUtutiou, and ask admission into the Union under it, b^ore 
they iiave the requisite number of inhabitants according to the 
English bill— some ninety-three thousand— will you vote to 
admit them r 

Q. 2. Can the people of a United States Territory, in any 
lawful way, against the wish of any citizen of the United 
States, exclude Slavery from its limits prior to the formation 
of a State CousUtution r 

Q. 3. If the Supreme Court of the United States shall decide 
ihat States cannot exclude Slavery firom their limits, are you 
in favor of acquiescing in, adopting and following such de- 
cision as a rule of political action f 

Q. 4. Are you in favor of acquiring additional territory, in 
disregard of bow such acquisition may atfeci the nation on the 
Slavery question 1 

As introductory to these Interrogatories which Judge 
Douglas propounded to me at Ottawa, he read a set of re- 
solutions which he said Judge Trumbull and myself had 
participated in adopting, in the first Republican State 
Convention, held at Springfield, in October, 1854. Ue 
insisted that I and Judge Trumbull, and perhaps the 
entire Republican party, were responsible for the dx)c- 
trines contained in the set of resolutions which he read, 
and I understand that it was from that set of resolutions 
that he deduced the interrogatories which he propounded 
to me, using these resolutions as a sort of authority for 
propounding those questions to me. Now I say here to- 
day that I do not answer his interrogatories because of 
their springing at all from that set of resolutions which he 
read. I answered tham because Judge Douglas thought 
fit to ask them. I do not now, nor never did, recognise 
any responsibility upon myself in that set of resolutions. 
Wtien I replied to him on that occasion, I assured him 
that I never had anything to do with them. I repeat 
Here to-day, that I never, in any possible form, had any- 
thing lo do with ihat set of resolutions. It turns oat, I 



believe, that those resolutions were never passed In an; 
Convention held in Springfield. It turns ont that they 
were never passed at any Convention or any public 
meeting that I had any part in. I believe it turns out in 
addition to all this, that there was not, in the fall of 1S54, 
any Convention holding a session at Springfield calliiiK 
itself a Republican State Convention ; yet It is true there 
was^a Convention, or assemblage of men calling them- 
selves a Convention, at Springfield, thiit did pass torrn 
resolutions. But so little did I really know of the pro- 
ceedings of that Convention, or what set of resolutions 
they had passed, though having a general knowledge 
triat there had been such an assemblage of men there, 
that when Judge Douglas read the resoluiionn, I really 
did not know but they had been the resolutions passed 
then and there. I did not question that they were the re- 
solutions adopted. For I could not bring myself to sup- 
pose that Judge Douglas could say what he did upon this 
subject without loiUfViiatg that it was true. 1 contented 
myself, on that occasion, with denying, as I truly could, 
all connection with them, not denying or affirming 
whether they were passed at Springfield. Now it turus 
out that he had got hold of some resolutions passed at 
some Convention or public meeting in Kane County. I 
wish to say here, that I don't conceive that in any fair 
and just mind this discovery relieves me at all. I had 
Just as much to do with the Convention in Kane County, 
as that at Springfield. I am Just as muc4i responsible for 
the resolutions at Kane County as those at Springfield, 
the amount of the responsibility being exactly nothing in 
either case : no more than there would be in regard to a 
set of resolutions passed in the moon. 

I allude to this extraordinary matter in this canvass 
for some further purpose than anything yet advanced. 
Judge Douglas did not make his statement upon that oc- 
casion as matters that he believed to be true, but he 
stated them roundly as he/ing tirue^ in such form as to 
pledge his veracity for their truth. When tlie whole 
matter turns out as ft does, and when we consider who 
Judge Douglas is— that he is a distinguished Senator of 
the United States— that he has served nearly twelve 
years as such — that his character is not at all limited as 
an ordinary Senator of the United States, but that his 
name has become oT world-wide renown — it is mostf eoo- 
trcLordinary that he should so far forget all the sugges- 
tions of Justice to an adversary, or of prudence to bim 
self, as to venture upon the assertion of tbat which the 
slightest investigation would have shown him to be wholly 
false. I can only account for his having done so upon 
the supposition that that evil genius which has attended 
him through his life, giving to him an apparent astonish- 
ing prosperity, such as to lead very many good men to 
doubt there being any advantage in virtue over vice — I 
say I can only account for it on the supposition that that 
evil genius has at last made up its mind to forsake him. 

And I may add that another extraordinary feature 
of the Judge's conduct in this canvass— made more extra- 
ordinary by this incident — is, that he is in the habit, in 
almost all the speeches he makes, of charging falsehood 
upon his adversaries, myself and others. I now ask 
whether he is able to find in anything that Judge Trum- 
bull, for instance, has said, or in anything tha^ I have 
said, a Justification at all compared with what we have, in 
this instance, for that sort of vulgarity. 



MR. DOUGLAS' REPLY. 

Ladibs and Obhtlukn : I am glad that at last I have 
brought Mr. Lincoln to the conclusion that he had better 
define his position on certain political questions to which I 
called his attention at Ottawa. He there showed no dispo- 
sition, no inclination, to answer thorn. ' I did not present 
idle questions for him to answer merely for my gratifica- 
tion. I laid the foundation for those interrogatories by 
showing that they constituted the platform of the party 
whose nominee he is for the Senate. I did not presume 
that I had the right to catechise him as I saw proper, unless 
I showed that his party, or a majority ofit, stood ftpon the 
platform and were in favor of the propositions upon which 
my questions were based. I desired simply to know, 
inasmuch as he had been nominated as the first, last, and 
only choice of his party, whether he concurred in the 
platform which that party had adopted for its govern- 
ment. In a few moments I will proceed to review the 
answers which he has given to these interrogatories ; but 
in order to relieve his anxiety I will first respond to these 
which he has presented to me. Mark you, he has not pre- 
sented interrogatories which have ever received thesano- 
tion of the party with which I am acting, and hence he 
has no other foundation for them than his own curiosity. 

First, he desires to know if the people of Kansas shall 
form a Constitution by means entirely proper and unob- 
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/ectiobuble and ask admiKsion into the Union as a State, 
before they have the requisite population for a member 
of congreiis, whether I will vote for that admission. Well 
now, 1 regret exceedingly that he did not answer that 
inter: ugaLory himself before he put it to me. in order 
that we might understand, and not be left to infer on 
which side he is. Mr. Trumbull, during the last session of 
Congresss, voted from the beginning to the end against the 
admibs.on of Oregon, although a free Si ate, because she 
bad not ttie requiitite population for a member of Con- 
gress. Mr. Tiumbuli would not consent, under any cir- 
cumstances, to let a State, free or slave, come into the 
Uniou until it had the requiitite population. As Mr. 
Ti umbull is in the fleld, fighting for Mr. Lincoln, I would 
like to have Mr. Lincoln answer his own question and tell 
me whetlier he is fighting Trumbull on that issue or not. 
But I will answer his question. In reference to Kansas, 
U is my opinion, that as she has population enough to 
constitute a slave State, she has people enough for a Free 
State. 1 will not make Kansas an exceptionuble case to 
the other States of the Union. I hold it to be a sound 
rule of universal application to require a Territory to 
contain the requisite population for a' member of Con- 
gress, before it is admitted as a State into the Union. I 
made that proposition in the Senate in lSo6, and I renew- 
ed it during the last session, in a bill providing that no 
Territoi y of the United States should form a Constitution 
and apply for admission until it had the requisite popu- 
Jation. On another occasion I proposed that neither 
Kansas, or any other Territory, should be admitted until 
it had the requisite population. Congress did not ;ldopt 
any of my propositions containing this general rule, but 
did make an exception of Kansas. I will stand by that 
exception. Either Kansas must come in as a Free State, 
with whatever population she may have, or the rule must 
be applied to ail the other territories alike. I therefore 
answer at once, tliat it having been decided that Kansas 
has people enough for a Slave State, I hold that she has 
enough for a Free State. I hope Mr. Lincoln is satisfied 
with my answer ; and now I would like to get his answer 
to his own interrogatory — whether or not he will vote to 
admit Kansas before she lias the requisite population. 
1 want to know whether he will vote to admit Oregon 
before that TeiTltory has the requisite population. Mr. 
Trumbull will not, 'and the same reason that commits Mr. 
Trumbull against the admission of Oregon, commits him 
against Kansas, even if she should apply for admission 
as a Free State. If there is any sincerity, any truth, in 
the argument of Mr. Trumbull in the Senate, against the 
admission of Oregon because she had not 98,420 people, 
although her population was larger than that c( Kansas, 
he stands pledged against the admission of both Oregon 
and Kansas until they have 93,420 inhabitants. I would 
like Mr. Lincoln to answer this question. I would like 
him to take his own medicine. If he differs with BIr. 
Trumbull let him answer his argument against the admis- 
sion of Oregon, instead of poking questions at me. 

The next question propounded to me by Mr. Lincoln Is, 
can the people of the Territory in any lawftd way, against 
*4ie wishes of any citizen of the United States, exclude 
Klavery from thefa- limits prior to the formation of a State 
constitution ? I answer emphatically, as Mr. Lincohi has 
heard me answer a hundred times fh>m every stump in 
Illinois, that in my opinion the people of a Territory can, 
by lawful means, exclude Slavery from their limits prior 
to the formation of a State constitution. Mr. Lincoln knew 
that I had answered that question ov^r and over again. 
He heard me argue the Nebraska bill uu that principle all 
over the State in 1854, in 1865, and In 1856 ; and he has no 
excuse for pretending to be in doubt as to my position on 
*haX question. It matters not what way the Supreme 
€ourt may hereafter decide as to the abstract question 
whether Savery may or may not go into a Territory un- 
der the Constitution ; the people have the lawful means to 
introduce it or exclude it as they please, for the reason 
that Slavery cannot exist a day or an hour anywhere, 
unless it ts supported by local police regulations. Those 
police regulations can only be establbhed by the local 
legislatare ; and if the people are opposed to Slavery they 
will elect representatives to that body who will by un- 
friendly legislation effectually prevent the IntroducUon of 
It into their midst. If, on the contrary, they are for it, 
their legislation will favor its extension. Hence, no mat- 
ter what the decision of the Supreme Court may be on 
that abstract question, still the right of the people to make 
a slave Territory or a free Territory Is perfect and com- 
plete under the Nebraska bill. I hope Mr. Lincoln deem 
my answer satisfactory on that point. 

In this connection, I will noUce the charge which he has 
introduced in relation to Mr. Chasers amendment. I 
thout^ht that I had chased that amendment out of Mr. 
LincAln^s brain at Ottawa ; but it seems that still haunts 
kis imaginntion, and he is not yet satisfied. I had sup- 



posed Chat he would be ashamed to press that quiBtion 
fm'tlier. He is a lawyer, and has been a member of Con- 
gress, and has occupied his time and amused you by t'l]- 
hig you about parliamentary proceeding. He ought to 
have known better than to try to palm off his miser kI Ic 
impositions upon this intelligent audience. The Nebrst'ka 
bill provided that the legislative power and authority of 
the said Territory should extend to all rightful subject.^' of 
legislation, consistent with the organic act and the Contti- 
tutlon of the United States. It did not make any exception 
as to Slavery, but gave all the power that it was post>i\ )e 
for Congress to give, without violating the Constitution, vo 
the Territorial Legislature, with no exception or llbaitation 
on the subject of Slavery at all. The language of that \ ill 
which I have quoted, gave the full power and the full uu- 
thority over the subject of Slavery, affirmatively and ne- 
gatively, to introduce it or exclude it, so far as the Constitu- 
tion of the United States would permit. What more could 
Mr. Chase give by his amendment ? Nothing. He offered 
his amendment for tlie identical purpose for whicli Mr. 
Lincoln is using it, to enable demagogues in the country 
to tiy and deceive the people. 

His amendment was to this effect. It provided that the 
Legislature ^ould have the power to exclude Slavery : 
and General Cass suggested, " why not give the power to 
introduce as well as exclude ?" The answer was, they have 
the power already in the bill to do both. Chase ^ras afraid 
his amendment would be adopted if he put the alternative 
proposition and so make it fair both ways, but would not 
yield. He offered it for the purpose of having it rejected. 
He offered it, as he has himself avowed over and over 
again, simply to make capital out of it for the stump. He 
expected that it would be capital for small politicans in the 
country, and that they would make an effort to deceive the 
people with it ; and he was not mistaken, for Lincoln is 
carrying out the plan admirably. Lincoln knows that the 
.Nebraska bill, wiUiout Chase's amendment, gave all the 
power which the Constitution would permitl Could Con- 
gress confer any more ? Could Congress go beyond the 
Constitution of the country ? We gave all a full grsnt 
with no exception in regard to Slavery one way or thie 
other. We left that question, as we left all others, to be de- 
cided by the people for themselves, just as they pleased. 
I will not occupy my time )n this question. I have argued 
it before all over Illinois. 1 have argued it in this beauti-* 
ful city of Freeport; I ha\je argued it in the North, the 
South, the East, and the West, avowing the same senti- 
ments and the same principles. I have not been afraid to 
avow my sentiments up here for fear I wauld be trctted 
down into Egypt. 

The third question which Mr. lincoln presented is, If the 
Supreme Court of the United States shall decide that a StMte 
of this Union cannot exclude Slavery f^om its own limits, 
will I submit to it ? I am amazed that Lincoln should uFk 
such a question. (" A school-boy knows better.") Yes, a 
school-boy does know better.) Mr. Lhicoln's object is to 
cast an imputation upon the Supreme Court. He knows 
that there never was but one man in America, claiming 
any degree of intelligence or decency, who ever for a mo- 
ment pretended such a thing. It is true that the Wash- 
ington Unioft, in an article published on the 17th of last 
December, did put forth that doctrine, and I denounced 
the article on the fioor of the Senate, in a speech which 
Mr. Lincoln now pretends was against the President. 
The Unwn had claimed that Slavery had a right to go in- 
to the free States, and that any provision In the Constitu- 
tion or laws of the Free States to the contrary were null 
and void. I denounced it in the Senate, as I said before, 
and I was the first man who did. Lincohi's friends, Trum- 
bull, and Seward, and Hale, and Wilson, and the whole 
Black Republican side of the Senate, were silent. They left 
it to me to denounce it. And what was the reply made to 
me on that occasion ? Mr. Toombs, of Georgia, got up and 
undertook to lecture me on the ground that I ought not to 
have deemed the article worthy of notice, and ought bo! 
to have replied to It ; that there was not one man, wo- 
man, or child south of the Potomac, In any Slave State, 
who did not repudiate any such pretension. Mr. Lincoln 
knows that that reply was made on the spot, and yet now 
he asks tlds question. He might as well ask me. Suppose 
Mr. Uncoln should steal a horse, would I sanction it ; and 
it would be as genteel hi me to ask hhn, in the event he 
stole a horse, what ought to be donfe with him. He casti) 
an imputation upon the Supreme Court of the United 
States, by supposing that they would violate the Constitt»- 
Uon of the United States. I tell hhn that such a thing ib 
not posdble. It would be an act of moral treason that no 
man on on the bench could ever descend to. BIr. Lincoln 
hhnself, would never, hn his partban feelings, so far forget 
what was right as to be guilty of such an act. 

The fourth question of Mr. Lincoln is, are yon in favor 
of acquiring additional territory, in disregard as to how 
such acquisiUon may affect the Union on the Slaverr 



132 



A POLITICAL TEXi-BOOK FOR 1860. 



qaestfonf Thki question is verj Ingenioaaly and cun- 
niugly put 

The Black Republican creed lays it down expressly, 
that under no circumstances shall we acquire any more 
territory unless Slarery is first prohibited in the country. 
£ ask Mr. Lincoln whethA* le is in favor of that proposi- 
tion. Are you (addressing Mr. Lincoln) opposed to the 
acquisition of any more territory, under any circum- 
stances, unless Slavery is prohibited in Itf That he does 
not like to answer. When I ask him whether he stands 
up to that article in the platform of his party, he turns, 
Yankee-fashion, and without answering it, asks me 
whether I am in favor of acquiring territory without re- 
gard to how it may affect the Union on the Slavery ques- 
tion. I answer that whenever it becomes necessary, in 
our growth and progress, to acquire more territory, that 
I am in favor of it, without reference to the question of 
Slavery, and when we have acquired it, I will leave the 
people free to do as they please, either to make it slave 
or free territory, as they prefer. It is idle to tell me or 
you that we have territory enough. Our fathers sup- 
posed that we had enough when our territory extended 
to the Mississippi River, but a few years* growth and ex- 
pansion satisfied them that we needed more, and the 
Louisiana territory, from the west branch of the Missis- 
sippi to the British possessions, was acquired. Then we 
acquired Oregon, then California and New Mexico. We 
have enough now for the present, but this is a young 
and a growing nation It swarms as often as a hive of 
bees, and as new swarms are turned out each year, there 
must be liives in which they can gather and make theii' 
honey. In less than fifteen years, if the same progress 
that has distinguished this country for the last fifteen 
years continues, every foot of vacant land between this 
and the Pacific Ocean, owned by the United States, will 
be occupied. Will you not continue to increase at the 
end of fifteen years as well as now ? I tell you, increase, 
and multiply, and expand, is the law of this nation's ex- 
istence. You cannot limit this great Republic by mere 
boundary lines, saying, *'■ thus far shalt thou go, and no 
further." Any one of you gentlemen might as well say 
to a son twelve years old that he is big enough, and 
must not grow any larger, and in order to prevent his 
growth put a hoop around him to keep him to his pre- 
sent size. What would be the result ? Either the hoop 



ncnst burst and be rent asunder, or the child must dU. 
80 it would l[« with this great nation. With our natural 
inrrease, growing with a rapidity unknown in any other 
part of the globe, with the tide of emigration that 's flee- 
ing from despotism in the old world to seek refuge in 
our own, there is a constant torrent pouring? into tfaii: 
country that requires more land, more territory upon 
which to settle, and' Just as fast as our interests and our 
destiny require additional territory m the North, in the 
South, or on the Islands of the ocean, 1 am for it., ami 
when we acquire it, will leive the people, according \o 
the Nebraska bill, tree to do as they please on the 6\ih- 
ject of Slavery and every.other question. 

I trust now tl^at Mr. Lincoln will deem himself an- 
swered on his four points. He racked his brain so much 
in devising these four questions that he exhausted him- 
self, and had not strength enough to invent the others. 
As soon as he is able to hold a council with his advisers, 
Lovejoy, Farnsworth, and Fred Douglass, he will f . ame 
and propound others. (" Good, good.") You Black 
Republicans who say good, I have no doubt think that 
they are all good men. I have reason to recollect that 
some people in this country think that Fred Douglass is 
a very good man. The last time I came here to make a 
speech, while talking from the stand to you, people of 
^eeport, as I am doing to-day, I saw a carriage, and a 
magnificent one it was, drive up and take a position on 
the outside of the crowd; a beautiful young lady was 
sitting on the box-seat, whil^^t Fred Douglass and her 
mother reclined inside, and the owner of the carriage 
acted as driver. I saw this in your own town. (" What 
of it ?••) All I have to say of it is this, that if you. Black 
Republicans, think that the negro ought to be on a social 
equality with your wives and dau^'hters, and ride in a 
carriage with your wife, whilst you drive the team, you 
have perfect right to do so. I am told that one of Fred 
Douglasses kinsmen, another rich black negro, is now 
traveling in this part of the State maldng speeches for 
his friend Lincoln as the champion of black men. 
(" What have you to say against it ?") All I have to say 
on that subject is, that those of you who believe that the 
negro is your equal and ought to be on an equality witk 
you socially, politically, and legally, have a right to en 
tertain those opinions, and of course will vote for Mr. 
Lincoln. 
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POPULAR SOVEREIGNTY IN THE TERRITORIES. 

BY STEPHEN A. DOUGLAS. 



From Harper^a Magazinej 1859. 



Uhdbr our complex system of government it Is the first 
duty of American statesmen to mark distinctly the divi- 
ding line between Federal and Local Authority. To do 
this with accuracy involves an inquiry, not only into the 
powers and duties of the Federal Government under the 
Constitution, but also into the rights, privileges, and im- 
munities of the people of the Territories, as well as of 
the States composing the Union. The relative powers 
and functions of the Federal and State governments have 
become well understood and clearly defined by their 
practical operation and harmonious action for a long 
series of years ; while the disputed question— involving 
tlie right of the people of the Territories to govern them- 
selves in respect to their local affairs and internal poll y— 
remains a fruitful source of partisan strife and sectional 
controversy. The political organization which was formed 
in 1854, and has assumed the name of the Republican 
Party, is based on the theory that African Slavery, as it 
exists in this country, is an evil of such magnitude — 
social, moral, and political— as to Justify and require the 
exertion of the entire power and influence of the Fede- 
ral Government to the full extent that the Constitution, 
according to their interpretation, will permit for its ulti- 
mate extinction. In the platform of principles adopted 
at Philadelphia by the Republican National Convention 
in 1866, it is affirmed : 

"That the Constitution confers upon Congress sovereign 
power over the Territories of the United States for their gov- 
ernment, and that In the exercise of this power it is both the 
right and the duty of Congress to proliibit in the Te-rltories 
those twin relics of barbarism, polygamy and Slaver|.'* 

According to the theory of the Republican party there 
to an irrepressible conflict betwseu Freedotn and Slavery, 



firee labor and slave labor, Free States and Slare Statesi, 
which is irreconcilable, and must continue to rage with 
increasing fury until the one shall become universal by 
the annihilation of the other. In the language of the most 
eminent and authoritative expounder of their political 
faith, 

" It is an irrepressible conflict between opposing and endur- 
ing forces ; and it means that the United States must and will, 
sooner or later, become either entirely a slave h<^lDg nation 
or entirely a free-labor nation. Either the cotton and rice 
fields of South Carolina, and the sugar plantations of Louisiana 
will ultimately be tilled by free labor, and Charleston and 
New-Orleans become marts for legitimate merchandise alone, 
or else the rye fields and wheat fields of Massachusetts and 
New- York aiust again be surrendered by their fkrmers to 
slave culture and to the production of slaves, and Boston and 
New- York become once more markets for trade in the bodies 
and souls of men." 

In the Illinois canvass of 1858 the same proposition 
was advocated and defended by the distinguished Repub- 
lican standard-bearer in these words : 

" In my opinion It (the Slavery agitation) will not cease until 
a crisis snail have been reached ana passed. ' A House divided 
against itself cannot stand.' I believe this government can- 
not endure permanently half slave and hau Aree. I do not 
expect the House to &ll, but I do expect it will cease to be 
dinded. It will become all one tldng or all the other. Either 
the opponents of Slavery will arrestnhe further spread of it, 
and place it where the public mind shall rest in the belief thai 
it is in the course of ultimate extinction, or Ita advocates will 
push forward till it shall become alike lawful in all the Stattss 
—old as well as new, North as well as South." 

Thus it will be seen, that under the auspices of a po- 
litical party, which claims sovereignty in Congress over 
the subject of SHverv there can be no peace on the 
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Blavery question — ^no truce In the sectional strife — no ft**- 
iernity between the North and South, so long as this Union 
remains as oui* fathers made it — divided into free and 
slave States, with the right on the part of each to retain 
Slavery so long as it chooses, and to abolish it whenever 
it pleases. 

On the other hand, it would be uncandid to deny that, 
while the Democratic party is a unit in its irreconcilable 
opposition to the doctrines and principles of the Repub- 
lican party, there are radical differences of opinion in 
respect to the powe s and duties of Congress, and the 
rights and immunities of the people of tlie Territories 
under the Federal Constitution, which seriously dlstuib 
its harmony and threaten its integritj[. These differen* 
ces of opinion arise from the different Interpretations 
placed on the Constitution by persons who belong to one 
of the following classes : 

^rst.— Those who believe that the Constitution of the 
United States neither establishes nor prohibits Slavery in 
the States or Territories beyond the power of the people 
legally to control it, but ** leaves the people thereof per- 
fectly free to form and regulate their domestic institutions 
in their own way, subject only to the Constitution of the 
United States." 

Second.— Thos^-y^ho believe that the Constitution es- 
tablishes Slavery in the Territories, and withholds from 
Congress and the Territorial Legislature the power to 
control it ; and who insist that, in the event the Territo- 
rial Legislature fails to enuct the requisite laws for its 
protection. It becomes the imperative duty of Congress 
to interpose ite authority and furnish such protection. 

Third. — Those who, while professing to believe that 
tiie Constitution establishes Slavery in the Territories be- 
yond the power of Congress or the Territorial Legisla- 
ture to control it, at the same time protest against the 
duty of Congress to interfere for its protection ; but 
insist that it is the duty of the Judiciary to protect and 
maintain slavery in the Territories without any law upon 
the subject. 

By a carefiil examination of the second and third pro- 
positions, it Will be seen that the advocates of each agree 
on the theoi etical question, that the Constitution estab- 
lishes Slavery in the Territories, and compels them to 
have it whether ihey want it or not ; and differ ofl the 
practical point, whether a right secured by the Constitu- 
ti'>n shall be protected by an act of Congress when all 
ovber remedies fail. The reason assigned for not pro- 
tecting by law a right secured by the Constitution is, that 
it is the duty of the Courts to protect Slavery in the Ter- 
ritories without any legislation upon the subject. How 
the Courts are to afford protection to slaves or any other 
property, where there is no law providing remedies and 
imposing penalties and conferring jurisdiction upon the 
courts to hear and determine the cases as they arise, re* 
mains to be explained 

The acts of Congress, establishing the several Terrlto- 
i:ie8 of the United States, provide that : '' The jurisdiction 
of the several Courts herein provided for, both appellate 
and original, and that of the Probate Courts and Justices 
of the Peace shall be limited by law" — meaning such laws 
as the Territorial Legislatures shall from time to time 
enact. It will be seen that the judicial tribunals of the 
Territories have just such jurisdiction, and only such, in 
respect to the rights of persons and property pertaining 
to the citizens of the Territory as the Territorial Legisla- 
ture shall see fit to confer; and consequently, that the 
Courts can afford protection to persons and property no 
further than the Legislature shall, by law, confer the 
Jurisdiction, and prescribe the remedies, penalties, and 
modes of proceeding. 

It is difficult to conceive how any person who believes 
that the Constitution confers the right of protection in 
the enjoyment of slave property in the Territories, regard- 
less of the wishes of the people and of the action of the 
Territorial Legislature, can satisfy his conscience and 
his oath of fidetty to the Constitution in withholding such 
Congressional legislation as may be essential to the en- 
joyment of such right under the Constitution. Under 
this view of the subject it is impossible to resist the con- 
clusion thatj if the Constitution does establish Slavery in 
the Territories, beyond the power of the people to con- 
trol it by law, it is the imperative duty of Congress to 
supply aii the legislation necessary to its protection ; and 
if this proposition is not true, it necessarily results that 
the Constitution neither establ.shes nor prohibits Slavery 
anywhere, but leaves the people of each State and Terri- 
tory entirely free to form and regulate their domestic 
affairs to suit themselves, without the intervention of 
Congress or any other power whatsoever. 

But it is urged with great plausibility by those who have 
entire faith in the souudness of the proposition, that " a 
Territory is the mere creuture of Congress ; that the crea- 



the creator : ^d that Congress, not possessing tlie power 
to legislate in respect to African Slavery in the Territories, 
cannot delegate to a Territorial Legislature any power 
which it does not itself possess." 

Tills proposition is as plausible as it is fallacious. But 
tlie reverse of it is true as a general rule. Congress can- 
not delegate to a Territorial Legislature,. or to any other 
body of men whatsoever, any power which the Constitu- 
tion has vested in Congress. In other words : £>t>ery 
power conj'en^ed on Congress ly ifie tc^iUituticn 
mvAt he exercised by Congreaa in the mode prescribed 
in Uie ContitUution. 

Let us test the correctness of this proposition by refer- 
ence to the powers of Congress as defined in the Constitu- 
tion: 



" The Congress shall have power— 

"To lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises," 
etc. I • 
" To borrow money on the credit of the United States ;" 
"To regulate commerce and foreign nalions," etc. ; 
"To establish a uniform rule of naiurallzaiion," etc. ; 
"To coin money, and regulate the value thereof;" 
" To establish post-offices and post-roads ;" 
" To constUuie tribunals inferior to the Supreme Court ;" 
" To declare war," etc. ; 
" To provide and maintain a navy." 

This Ust might be extended so as to embrace all the 
power conferred on Congress by the Constitution: but 
enough has been cited to test the principle. Will it be 
contended that Congress can delegate any one of these 
powers to a Territorial Legislature, or to any tribunal 
whatever? Can Congress delegate to Kansas the power 
to " regulate commerce," or to Nebraska the power " to 
establish uniform rules of naturalization," or to Illinois the 
power " to coin money and regulate the value thereof," 
or to Virginia the power "to establish post-offices and 
post-roads?" 

The mere statement of the question carries with it the 
emphatic answer, that Congress cannot delegate any 
power which It does not possess ; but that every power con- 
ferred on Congress by the Constitution must be exercised 
by Congress in the manner prescribed in that instrument. 

On the other hand, there are dases in which Congress 
may establish tribunals and local governments, and mveet 
them with powers which Congress does not possess, and 
cannot exercise under the Constitution. For Instance, 
Congress may establish courts Inferior to the Supreme 
Court, and confer upon them the power to hear and dc- 
terinlne cases, and render judgments affecting the life, 
liberty, and property of the citizen, without itself having 
the power to hear and determine such causes, render 
judgments, or revise or annul the same. In like manner 
Congress may institute governments for the Territories, 
composed of an executive, judicial, and legislative depart- 
ment ; and may confer upon the Governor all the execu- 
tive powers and fimctlons of the Territory, without having 
the right to exercise any one of those powers or functions 

itself. 

Congress may confer upon the judicial department all 
the judicial powers and functions of the Ten itory, without 
having the right to hear and determine a cause, or render 
a judgment, or to revise or annul any decision made by 
the courts so established by Congress. Congress may ak<o 
confer upon the legislative department of the Territory 
certain legislative powers which it can not Itself exercise, • 
and only such as Com^ess cannot exercise under the 
Constitution. The powers which Congress may thus con- 
/or, but cannot eosercise, are such as relate to the do- 
mestic affairs and Internal polity of the Territory, and do 
not affect the general welfare of the Republic. 

Tills dividing line between Federal and Local authority 
was familiar to the framers of the Constitution. It ia- 
clearly defined and distmctly marked on every page of his- 
tory which records the great events of t^at Lmmort&i 
struggle between the American Colonies and the British 
Government, which resulted in the establishment of our 
national hidepenc ence. In the beginning of that strug- 
gle the Colonies neither contemplated nor desired Inde- 
pendence. In all thcLr addresses to the Crown, and to ttie 
Parliament, and to the people of Great Britain, as well as 
to the people of America, they averred tljat as loyal British 
subjects they deplored the causes which impelled their se- 
paration from the parent cotmtry. They were strongly 
and affectionately attached to the Constitution, civil and 
political institutions and jurisprudence of Great Britain, 
which they proudly claimed as the birthright of all English- 
men ; and desired to transmit them unimpaired as a pre- 
cious legacy to their posterity. For a long series of years 
they remonstrated against the violation of their inalien- 
able rights of self-government under the British Constitu- 
tion, and humbly petitioned for the redress of their griev- 
ances. 

They acknowledged and affirmed their allegiance to 



turc cannot be clotlied with uuy powers not possessed by j the Crown, their affection for the people, and their de 



134 



A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860. 



tion to the Constitution of Great Britain ; and their only 
complaint was that they were not permitted U> ei\Joy the 
rights and prlyileges of self-goverument, in the manage- 
ment of their internal affahrs and domestic concerns, in ac- 
cordance with the guaranties of that Constitution and of the 
colonial charters granted by the Crown in pursuance of it. 
TItey conceded the right of the Imperial Qoyernment to 
nmke all laws and perform all acts concerning the Colo- 
nies, which were in their nature Imperial and not Colo- 
niiu — which affected the general welfare of the Empire, 
and did not iuterlere with the ^* internal polity" of the 
Colonies. They recognised the right of the Imperial Go- 
vermaent to declare war and make peace ; to coin money 
and determine its value ; to make treaties and conduct in- 
tercourse with foreign nations ; to regulate commerce be- 
tween the sererul colonies, and between each colony and 
the parent country, and with foreign countries; and in 
general they recogmzed the right of the Imperial Oovem- 
ment of Great Britaha to exercise all the powers and au- 
thority wliich, under our Federal Constitution, are dele- 
gated by the people of the several States to the Goyern- 
ment of the United States. 

Recogniung and conceding to the Imperial Goyemment 
all these powers, including the rigMtoinntiUUe govern^ 
m&ntafor the colonde*^ by granting charters under which 
tlie inhabitants residing within the limits of any specified 
territory might be organized into a political community, 
with a goyernment consisting of its appropriate depart- 
ments, executive, legislative, and judicial ; conceding all 
these powers, the Colonies emphatically denied that the 
Imperial Government had any rightful authority to impose 
taxes upon them without their consent, or to interfere 
with their internal polity : claiming that it was the birth- 
right of all Englishmen — Inalienable when formed into a 
political community — to exercise and ei^y all the rights, 
privileges, and immunities of self-government in reqiect to 
all 0!iatters and things which were local and not general 
—internal and not external — colonial and not imperial — 
as fUlly as if they were inhabitants of England, with a fair 
representation in Parliament. 

Thus it appears that our fathers of the Revolution were 
contending, not for independence in the first instance, but 
for the inestimable right of local self-goyemment under 
the British Constitution ; the right of every distinct political 
community — dependent colonies, territories, provinces, 
as well as sovereign States— to make their own local laws, 
form their own domestio institutions, and manage their 
own internal affairs in their own way, subject only to the 
Constitution of Great Britain as the paramount law of the 
empire. 

The goyernment of Great Britain had violated this Ina- 
lienable right of local self-government by a long series of 
acts on a great variety of subjects. The first serious point 
of controversy arose on the Slavery question as early as 
1699, which continued a fruitful source of irritation until 
the Revolution, and formed one of the causes for the sepa- 
ration of the Colonies from the British crown. 

For more than forty years the provincial legislature of 
Virginia had passed laws for the protection and encourage- 
ment of African Slavery within her Umits. This policy 
was steadily pursued until the white inhabitants of Virgi- 
nia became alarmed for their own safety, in view of the 
numerous and formidable tribes of Indian savages which 
surrounded and threatened the feeble white settlements, 
while ship-loads of African savages were being daily landed 
in th^ midst. In order to chec)^ and restrain a policy 
which seemed to threaten the very existence of the colony, 
the provincial legislature enacted a li\w imposing a tax 
upon every slave who should be brought into Virginia. 
The British merchants, who were engaged in the African 
slave-trade, regarding this legislation as injurious to their 
interests and in violation of their rights, petitioned the 
King of England and his mi^esty's ministers to annul the 
obnoxioas law, and protect them in their right to carry 
their slaves into Virginia and all other British colonies 
which were the conunon property of the empire — ac- 
quired by the common blood and common treasure — and 
from which a few adventurers, who had settled on the im- 
perial domain by his majesty's sufferance, had no right to 
exclude them, or discrindnate against their property by a 
mere provincial enactment. Upon a full consideration of 
the subject, the king graciously granted the prayer of the 
petitioners ; and accordingly issued peremptory orders to 
the royal governor of Virginia, and to the governors of all 
the other British colonies in America, forbidding them to 
sign or approve any colonial or provincial enactment inj}t- 
rious to the African sUve-trade, unless such enactment 
should contain a clause suspending ks operation untQ Ua 
majesty's pleasure should be made known in the premises. 

Judge Tucker, in lus Appendix to Blaokstone, refers to 
thirty-one acts of the provincial legislature of Virginia, 
passed at various periods from 1662 to 1772, upon the sub- 
ieet of African Slavery, showing oonclusively th»t Virginia 



always considered this as one of the questions afTectuik 
her ** internal polity,'* over which she, in common witL 
the other colonies, claimed " the right of exclusive legisla- 
tion in their provincial legislatures " within their respec- 
tive limits. Some of these acts, particularly those which 
were enacted prior to the year 1699, were evidently in- 
tended to foster and encourage, as well as to reguUte and 
contn^ African Slavery, as one of the domestic institutions 
of the colony. The act of 1699, and most of the enact- 
ments subsequent to that date, were as obviously desigiied 
to restrain and check the growth of the institution, with 
the view of confining it withm the limit of the actual neces- 
sities of the community, or Its ultimate extinction, as 
might be deemed most conducive to the public interests, 
by a system of unfriendly legislation, such as impo^g a 
tax on all slaves introduced into the colony, which was 
increased and renewed from time to time, as occasion re- 
quired, until the period of the Revolution. Many qf these 
acts never took effect, in consequence of the king wiUi- 
holding his assent, even after the governor had approved 
the enactment, in eases where it contained a clause sus- 
pending its operation until his majesty's pleasure should 
be made known in the premises. 

In 1772, the provincial legislature of Virginia, after mi- 
posing another tax of five per cent, on all daves imported 
into the colony, petitioned the king to remove all those 
restrainits which inhibited his majesty's governors assent 
ing to such laws as might check so very pernicious a com- 
merce as Slavery. Of this petition Judge Tucker says . 

'* The following extract firom a petition to the Throne. pr«* 
sented from the House of Burgesses of Virginia, April It't, 
1772, will show the sense of the people of Virginia on the sub- 
ject of Slavery at that period : 

*' * The importation of slaves into the eolonv from the coast 
of Africa hath long been considered as a trade of great inho- 
manlty ; and under its present encouragement we have too 
much reason to fear will endanger the very existence of yeur 
Majesty's American dominions.' " 

Mark the ominous words t Virginia tells the king of 
England in 1772, four years prior to the Declaration of 
Independence, that his Majesty's American dominions 
are iti danger: not because of the Stamp duties — not 
because of the tax on tea — not because of liis attempts 
to collect revenue in America I These have since been 
deemed sufficient to justify rebellion and revolution. 
But none of these are referred to by Virginia in iier 
address to the Throne — ^there being another wrong which 
in magnitude and enormity, so far exceeded these and 
all other causes of complaint, that the very existence of 
his Majesty's American dominions depended upon it! 
That wrong consisted in forcing African Slavery upon a 
dependent colony without her consent, and in oj^positlon 
to the wishes of her own people I 

The people of Virginia at that day did not appreciate 
the force of the argument used by the British merchants, 
who were engaged In the African slave-trade, and which 
was afterward indorsed, at least by implication, by the 
king and his ministers ; that the Colonies were the com- 
mon property of the empire— acquired by tlie common 
blood and treasure — and therefore all British subjects bad 
the right to carry their slaves into the colonies, and hold 
them in defiance of the local law aud in contempt of the 
wishes and safety of the Colonies. 

The people of Virginia not being convinced by th's 
process of reasoning, still adhered to the doctrine which 
they held in common with their sister colonies, that it 
was the biilhrlght of all freemen — Inalienable wh<>n 
formed Into political communities — to exercise exclusive 
legislation in respect to all matters pertaining to their 
internal poGty — Slavery not excepted ; and rather tliao 
surrender this great right, they were prepared to with- 
draw their allegiance from the crown. 

Again referring to this petition to the Idng, the same 
learned judge adds : 

" This petiiioo produced no effect, as appears from the firat 
clause or our (vtrgiQla) Constitudon, where, among oJuir 
aets of misrule, the inhuman use of the royal negative in 
refusing us (the people of Virginia) permission to exchide 
Slavery from us by law, is enumerated among the reasons 
or separating firom Great Britain." 

This eiaose in the Constitution of Virginia, referring to 
the inhuman use of the royal negative, in refusing the 
Colony of Virginia peraaission to exclude Slavery from her 
llmita by law, as one of the reasons for separating from 
Great Britain, was adopted on the 12th day of June, 
1776, three weeks and one day previous to the Declara- 
tion of Independence by the Continental Congress ; and 
after remaining in force as a part of theCoostituMoa. 
for a period of fifty-four years, was re-adopted, wlt&oat 
i^eraUon, by the Convention which framed the new 
Constitution in 1880, and then ratified by the people av a 
part of the new Constitution ; and was again re-adopted 
by the Convention which amended the Constitution in 
1860, and again ratified by the people aa a part of the 
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Amended Constitution, and at this day remains a portion 
•f the fundamental law of Yirginia — proclaiming to the 
world and to posterity that one of the reasons for separa- 
ting from Great Britain was " the inhuman use of the 
royal negative In refusing us (the Colony of Yirginia) 
permission to exclude Slavery from us by law !" 

The legislation of Virginia on this subject may be taken 
as a fair sample of the legislative enactments of each of 
the thirteen Colonies, showing conclusively that slavery 
was regarded by them all as a domestic question to be 
regarded and determined by each colony to suit itself, 
without the intervention of the British Parliament or 
'* the inhuman use of the royal negative." Each colony 
passed a series of enactments, beginning at an early 
period of its history and running down to the commence- 
ment of the Revolution, either protecting, regulating, or 
restraining African Slavery within its respective limits, 
and in accordance with their wishes and snpposed 
interests. North and South Carolina, following the ex- 
ample of Virginia, at first encouraged the introduction 
of slaves, until the number increased beyond their wants 
and necessities, when they attempted to check and 
restrain the further growth of the institution, by impodng 
a high rate of taxation upon all slaves which should be 
brought into those colonies ; and finally, in 1764, South 
Carolina passed a law imposing a penalty of one hundred 
pounds (or five hundred dollars) for every negro slave 
subsequently introduced into thai colony. 

The colony of Georgia was originally founded on strict 
anti-slavery principles, and rigidly maintained this policy 
for a series of years, until the Inhabitants became con- 
vinced by experience that, with their climate and produc- 
tions, slave labor, if not essential to their existence, would 
prove beneficial and useful to their material interests. 
Maryland and Delaware protected and regulated African 
Slavery as one of their domestic institutions. Pennsylva- 
nia, under the advice of William Penn, substituted fourteen 
years* service and perpetual adscript to the soil for here- 
dit&ry Slavery, and attempted to leg^Iate. not for the total 
abolition of Slavery, but for the sanctity of marriage 
among slaves, and for their personal security. New-Jer- 
sey, New-Yorlo and Connecticut recopoiced African Slavery 
as a domestic institution lawfully existing within their re- 
epectiye limits, and passed the requisite laws for its con- 
trol and regulation. 

Rhode Island provided bylaw that no slave should serve 
more than ten years, at the end of which time he was to 
be set free ; and if the master should refuse to let him go 
free, or sold him elsewhere for a longer period of service, 
he was subject to a penalty of forty pounds, which was 
supposed at that period to be nearly double the value of 
the slave. 

Massachusetts imposed heavy taxes upon all slaves 
brought into the colony, and provided in some instances 
for sending the slaves back to their native land ; and finally 
prohibited the introduetion of any more slaves into the 
colony under any circumstances. 

When New-Hampshire passed laws which were designed 
to prevent the introduction of any more slaves, the British 
Cabinet issued the following order to Ctovemor Wentworth : 
** You are not to give your assent to, or pass any law im- 
podng duties upon negroes imported mto New-Hamp- 
shire." 

While the legislation of the several colonies exhibits 
^ssimilarity of views, founded on a diversity of interests, 
on Uie merits and policy of Slavery, it shows conclusively 
that they all regarded it as a domestic question affecting 
their internal polity in respect to which they were entitled 
to a ftiU and exclusive power of legislation in the several 
provincial legislatures. For a few years immediately pre- 
ceding the American Revolution, the Aftican slave-trade 
was encouraged and stimulated by the British Government, 
and carried on with more vigor by the English merchants, 
than at any other period in the history of the Colonies ; 
and this fact, taken in connection with the extraordinary 
claim asserted in the memorable preamble to the act re- 
pealing the stamp duties, that ^* Parliament possessed the 
right to bind the Colonies in all cases whatever," not only 
in respect to all matters affecting the general welfare of 
the empire, but also in regard to the domestic relations 
and internal polity of the Colonies — produced a powerful 
impression upon the minds of the colonists, and imparted 
peculiar prominence to the principle Involved in the con- 
troversy. 

Hence the enactments by the several colonial legisla- 
tures calculated and designed to restrain and prevent the 
increase of slaves; and, on the other hand, the orders 
id^^ned by the Crown, instructing the colonial governors 
not t^o sign or permit any legislative enactment prejudicial 
or i:\jurious to the African slave-trade, unless such enact- 
ment should contain a clause suspending its operation 
until the royal pleasure should be made known in the 
premises ; or, in otiier words, until the king should have an 



opportunity of annulling the acts of the colonial leglsla 
tures by the "inhuman use of the royal negative." 

Thus the policy of the Colonies on the Slavery question 
had assumed a direct antagonism to that of the British 
Government ; and this antagonism not only added to the 
importance of the principle of local self-government in the 
Colonies, but produced a general concurrence of opinion 
and action in respect to the question of Slavery in the 
proceedings of the Continental Congress, which assembled 
at Philadelphia for the first time on the 5th of September, 
1774. 

Qn the 14th of October the Congress adopted a Bill of 
Rights for the Colonies, in the form of a series of resolu- 
tions, in which, after conceding to the British Government 
the power to regulate commerce and do such other things 
as affected the general welfare of the empire, without In- 
terfering with the Internal polity of the Colonies, they de- 
clared " That they are entitled to a free and exclusive 
power in their several provincial legislatures, where their 
right of representation can alone be preserved in all cases 
of taxation and internal polity." Having thus defined the 
principle for which they were contendhig, the Congress 
proceeded to adopt tiie foUovdng " Peaceftd Measures," 
which they still hoped would be sufficient to induce com- 
pliance with their juit and reasonable demands. These 
" Peaceful Measures^' consisted of addresses to the king, 
to the Parliament, and to the people of Great Britain, 
together with an association of non-Intercourse to be ob- 
served and maintained so long as their grievances should 
remain unredressed. 

The second article of this association, which was adoptied 
without opposition,, and signed by the delegates firom ail 
the Colonies, was In these words : 

" That we will neither import nor purchase any slave Im- 
ported after the first day of December next ; after which time 
we will wholly discontinue the slave-trade, and will neither 
be concerned In it ourselves, nor will we hire our vessels, 
nor seU our conomodltles or manufiatoturea to those who are 
engaged in It " 

This BUI of Rights, together with these articles of asso- 
ciation, were subsequently submitted to and adopted 
by each of the thirteen Colonies in their respective pro* 
vincial Leg^latures. 

Thus was distinctly formed between the Colonies and 
the parent country that issue upon which the Decla- 
ration of Independence was founded, and the battles of 
the Revolution were fought. It involved the specific 
claim on the part of the Colonies — denied by the King 
and Parliament — to the exclusive right of legislation 
touching all local and internal concerns, Slcuoery 
incJ/udtd, This being the principle involved in the 
contest, a majority of the Colonists refused to per- 
mit their delegates to sign the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence except upon the distinct condition and ex- 
press reservation to each colony of the exclusive right 
to manage and control its local concerns and police re- 
gulations without the intervention of any general Con- 
gress which might be established for the United Colonies. 

Let us cite one of these reservations as a specimen of 
all, showing conclusively that they were fighting for the 
inalienable right of local self-government, with the clear 
understanding that when they had succeeded in throw 
ing off the despotism of the British Parliament, no Con- 
gressional despotism was to be substituted for It : 

" We, the Delegates of Maryland, In Convention assembled, 
do dedare that the King of Great Britain has violated his 
compact with this people, and that they owe no allegiance to 
hhn. We have therefore thought it just and necessary to em- 

Sower our Deputies in Congress to join with a minority of 
le United Colonies in declaring them firee and Independent 
States, in framing such further confederation between them, 
in making foreign alliances, and in adopting such other mea 
sures as uial) be judged necessary for the preservation of Iheif 
Uberdes: 

" Fronded, Vie sole and exclusive right of regulating the 
bitemal polity and government of this Colony be reserved to 
the people thereo£ 

" We nave also thought proper to call a new Convention fbr 
the purpose of establlshbig a government in this Colony. 

'* No ambitions views, no desire of independence, induced 
the people of Maryland to form a union with the other Colo- 
nies. To procure an exemption from Parliamentary taxa- 
tion, and to continue to the legislatures of these Colonies the 
fole and exclusive right of regulating their Internal Polity, 
was our origioal and only motive. To mahitaln, inviolate our 
liberties, and to transmit them unimpaired to posterity, was 
our duly and first wish ; our next, to continue connected with 
and dependent on Great Biltain. For the truth of these 
aa<f Ttiuns we appeal to that Almighty Being who is emphati- 
caliy Htyled tlie Searcher of hearts, and from whose onmi- 
sciencc none is concealed. Relying on this Divine protection 
and BssLstance, and trusting to the justice of our cause, we 
cxiiort and cor^jare every vliiuous citizen to join cordially in 
defense of our common rights and In maintenance of the fre» 
dom of this and her sister colonies." 

The first plan of Fedomi Government adopted for the 
Umted States was formed durinjc the Revolution, »r * ' 
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luuany known as " Tlie Articles of Confederation." By 
those Articles it wna provided that *' Each State retains 
Its Sovereignty, Freedom, and Independence, and every 
power, Jurisdiction, and right which is not by this Con- 
federation expressly delegated to the United States in 
Congress assembled." 

At the time the Articles of Confederation were 
adopted— July 9, 1778 — ^the United States held no lands 
or territory in common. The enti.e country — ^including 
all the waste and unappropriated lands— embraced within 
or pertaining to the Confederacy, belonged to and was 
(he property of the several States within whose limits 
the same was situated. 

On the 6th day of September, 1780, Congress " recom- 
mended to the several States in the Union having claims to 
waste and unappropriated lands in the Western country, 
a liberal ces.<ion to the United States of a portion of their 
respective claims for the common benefit of the Union.*' 

On the 20th day of October, 1783, the Legislature of 
Virginia passed an act authorizing the Delegates in Con- 
g-ess from that State to convey to the United States 
** the territory or tract of country within the limits of 
the Virginia Charter, lying and bearing to the northwest 
ofthe river Ohift " — which grant was to be made upon 
the *' condition that the territory sp ceded shall be laid 
out and formed into States ;" and that " the States so 
formed shall be distinct republican States, and admitted 
members of the Federal Union, having the same rights 
of Sovereignty, Freedom, and Independence as the other 
States.*' 

On the 1st day of March, 1784, Thomas Jefferson and 
his colleagues in Congress executed the deed of cession 
in pursuance of the act of the Virginia Legislature, 
which was accepted and ordered to "be recorded 
and enrolled among the acts of the United States in 
Congress assembled." This was the first territory ever 
acquired, held, or owned, by the United States. On the 
same day of the deed of cession, Mr. Jefferson, as chair- 
man of a committee which had been appointed, consist- 
ing of Mr. Jefferson of Virginia, Mr. Chase of Maryland, 
and Mr. Howell of Rhode Island, submitted to Congress 
" a plan for the temporary government of the territory 
ceded or to be ceded by the individual States to the 
United Stetes.'' 

It is important that this Jeffersonian plan of govern- 
ment for the Territories should be carefully considered 
for many obvious reasons. It was the first plan of 
government for the Territories ever adopted in the 
United States. It was drawn by the author of the De- 
claration of Independence, and revised and adopted by 
those who shaped the issues which produced the Revo- 
lution, and formed the foundations upon which our 
whole American system of government rests. It was 
not intended to be either local or temporary in Its char- 
acter, but was designed to apply to all " territory ceded 
or to be ceded," and to be universal ln«it8 application 
and eternal in it« duration, wherever and whenever we 
might have territory requiring a government. It ignored 
the right of Congress to legislate for the people of 
the Territories, without their c >nsent, and recognised 
the inalienable right of the people of the Territories, 
when organized into political communities, to govern 
themselves in respect to their local concerns and in- 
ternal polity. It was adopted by the Congress of 
the Confederation on the 28d day of April, 1784, and 
stood upon the Statute Book as a general and perma- 
nent plan for the government of all territory which we 
then owned or should subsequently acquire, with a pro- 
vision declaring It to be a *' Charter of Compact," and 
that Its provisions should '* stand as fundamental con- 
ditions between the thirteen original States and those 
newly described, unalterable but by the joint consent 
of the United States in Congress assembled, and of the 
particular State within which such alteration Is proposed 
to be made." Thus this Jeffersonian plan for the gov- 
ernment of the Ten-itories— this " Charter of Compact " 
— *' these fundamental copditions," which were declared 
to be " unalterable " without the consent of the people 
of " the particular State [territory] within which such 
alteration Is proposed to be made," stood on the Statute 
Book when the Convention assembled at Philadelphia 
in 1787, and proceeded to form the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Now let us examine the main provisions of the Jeffer- 
son Plan: 

FirH.—^^ Thai the territory ceded or to be ceded by fli« 
individual Slates to the Uniied Stales, whenever the same shall 
h-ivo been purchased of the Indian Inhahilants and ottered fut 
flal > by ihe Untied Slates, shall be formed into addiiionai 
.St iJ'H,''^ etc., etc. 

The Plan proceeds to designate the boundaries and 
territorial extent of tlie proposed " additional States," and 
Oien provides : 



Seeoitrf.— " That the settlers within the Territory so to be 
purchased aud ader>'d for sale shall, either on ihuir oi^n 
pe ilio.i or o.\ ihtj ord-T of Congrehs, receive auihoriiy froiu" 
ihcm, with appoialmeulH of time and place, for theh* free males 
of full ag.^ lo m«ei together for tlie purpose of eaiabliahirig a 
temporary j,'ov«;niment to adopt a Consiiiuilon and laws rf 
any one of ihese States (the origiual Stales), so that snch laws 
nevertheless shall be subject to altera" ion by their ordinarj 
IjOglslature ; and lo erect, subject to like alteration, coutitit « 
or townships for the election of members for their Legisla- 
ture." 

Having thus provided a mode by which the first inhabi- 
tants or settlers of the territory may assemble together 
and choose for themselves the Constitution and laws o' 
some one of the original thirteen States, and declare the 
same in force for the government of their territory tem- 
porarily, with the right on the part of the people to 
change the same, through their local Legislature, as they 
may see proper, the Plan then proceeds to point out the 
mode in which they may establish for themselves " a per- 
manent Constitution and government" whenever they 
shall have twenty thousand inhabitants, as follows : 

Third.— '''^ That such temporary government only shall con- 
tinue in force In any Staie until it shall have acquired twenty 
thousand free inhabitants, when, giving due proof thereof io 
Congress, they shall receive from them authority, wiih ap- 
pointments of lime and place, to call a Convention of Repre- 
sentailves to establish a permanent Constitution and govern- 
ment for themselves." 

Having thus provided for the first settlers " a tempo- 
rary government" in these " additional States," and for 
a " permanent Constitution and government" when they 
shall have acquired twenty thousand inhabitants, the Plan 
contemplates that they shall continue to govern them- 
selves OH States^ having, as provided In the Virginia deed 
of session, *^ the same rights of sovereignty, freedom, and 
independence," in respect to their domestic affairs and 
Internal polity, " as the other States," until they shall 
have a population equal to the least numerous of the 
original thirteen States ; and in the meantime shall keep 
a sitting member in Congress, with a right of debating 
but not of voting, when they shall be admitted Into the 
Union on an equal footing with the other States, as fol* 
lows: 

FourOi.—^* That whenever any of the said States shall have 
of free inhabitants as many as shall then be in any one of the 
least numerous of the thirteen original States, such Stait shall 
be admitted by its delegates into the Congress of the CFnlted 
States on an equal fooling with the said original States." .... 

And— 

" Until such admission by their delcs^ates Into Congress any 
of the said ShUe», after the es'abhshineniof their temporary 

government, shall have authority to keep a sitting member in 
ongress, w^ilh the right of debating, but not^of voting." 

Attached to the provision which appears in this paper 
under the " thfard** head is a proviso, containing five pro- 
positions, which, when agreed to and accepted by the 
people of said additional States, were "to be formed 
into a charter of compact,** and to remain forever " unal- 
terable," except by the consent of such States as well as 
of the United States — to -wit : 

" Provided, That both the temporary and permanent gov- 
ernments be established on these principles as their basis :" 

1«(.— " That they shall forever remain a part of the United 
States of America." 

2d.— "That in their persons, property, and Territory they 
shall be subject to the government of the United States in 
Congress assembled, and to the Articles of Confederation In all 
those cases in which the original States shall be so subject" 

8d.— " That they shall be subject to pay a part of the federal 
debts contracted, or to be contracted — to be apportioned on 
them by Congress according to the same common rule and 
measure by which apportionments thereof shall be made on 
the other States." 

4fA.— " That their respective government shall be in repub 
lican form, and shall admit no person lo be a citizen who holds 
any hereditary title." 

The fifth article, which relates to the prohibition of 
Slavery, after the year 1800, having been r^ected by 
Congress, never became a part of the Jeffersonian Plan 
of Government for the Territories, as adopted April 28, 
1784. 

The concluding paragraph of this Plan of Government, 
which emphatically Ignores the right of Congress to bina 
the people of the Territories without theli' consent, and 
recognizes the people therein as the true source of all 
legitimate power in respect to their internal polity, is In 
these words : 

" That all tbrt nrt*c«dlni? articlefl shall be formed into a thar- 
ter of conyjhKt, flmll be duly executed by the I'resident of the 
United Sta'e!« in i.'oiigress a»sembled, under his hand and tho 
seal of ih»^ L'nln-d States, shall be promulgated, and shall stand 
as fiiivlam.intal conditions between the thirteen original States 
and those newly described, unalterable but by the joint con- 
sent of the United States in OouOTess assembled, and c^ the 
particular State within which such aliorailon is proriosed t« 
be made." 
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Tills JcfTersonian Plan of Government embodies and 
carries ''ut the ideas and principles of the fathers of the 
Ixevolution — that the people of every separate political 
community (dependent Colonies, Provinces, and Territo- 
ries a.<* well as sovereign States) have an inalienable right 
to govern themselves in respect to their internal polity, 
and repudiates the dogma of the British Ministry and 
ihe Tories of that day, that all Colonies, Provinces and 
Territories were the property of the empire, acquired 
with the common blood and common treasure, and that 
the inhabitants thereof have no rights, privileges, or 
immunities except such as the Imperial Government 
should graciously condescend to bestow upon them. 
Th s Plan recognizes by law and irrevocable ''compact'* 
the existence of two distinct classes of States under our 
American system of government— the one bding mem- 
bers of the Union, and consisting of the original thirteen 
and such other States, having the requisite population, 
as Congress should admit inio the Federal Union, with 
an equal vote in the management of Federal affairs as 
well as the exclusive power in regard to their internal 
polity respectively — the other, not having the requisite 
population for admi::<s!on into the Union, could have no 
vote or agency in the control of the Federal relations, 
but possessed tlie same exclusive power over their 
domestic affairs and internal policy respectively as 
Uie original States, with the right, while they have 
less than twenty thousand inhabitants, to choose for 
their government the Constitution and laws of any 
uue of the original States ; and when they should have 
more than twenty thousand, but less than the number 
required to entitle them to admission into the Union, 
they were authorized to form for themselves " a perma- 
nent Constitution and government;" and in either case 
they were entitled to keep a delegate in Congress with 
the right of debating, but not of voting. This " Charter 
of Compact," with its ** fundamental conditions," which 
were declared to be " unalterable" without " the joint 
consent" of the people interested in them, as well as of 
the United States, thus stood on the statute book unre- 
pealed and unrepealable— furnishing a complete system 
of government for all " the territory ceded or to be ceded" 
to the United States, without any other legislation upon 
the subject, when, on the 14th day of May, 1787, the Fede- 
ral Convention assembled in Philadelphia and proceeded 
to form the Constitution under wnich we now live. Thus 
>t. will be seen that the dividing line between Federal and 
Looal authority, in respect to the rights of those political 
communities which, for the sake of convenience and in 
contradistinction to the States represented in Congress, 
ne now call Territories, but which were then known as 
" .S7ttf6#," or " new States^'''* was so distinctly marked at 
Ihut day that no intelligent man could fail to perceive it. 

It is true that the government of the Confederation had 
proved totally inadequate to the fulfillment of the ends 
f.>r which it was devised ; not because of the relations be- 
tween the Territories, or new States, and the United States, 
but in consequence of having no power to enforce its de- 
crees on the Federal questions which were clearly within 
the scope of its expressly delegated powers. The radical 
defects in the Articles of Confederation were found to con- 
sist in the fact that it was a mere league between sove- 
reign States, and not a Federal Government with its ap- 
propriate departments— Executive, Legislative, and Ju- 
dicial — each clothed with authority to perform and carry 
into effect its own peculiar functions. The Confederation 
naving no power to enforce compliance with the resolves, 
*' the consequence was, that though in theory its resolu- 
tions of Congress were equivalent to laws, yet in practice 
they were found to be mere recommendations^ which the 
States, like other sovereignties, observed or disregarded, 
according' to their own good-will and gracious pleasure." 
Congress could not impose duties, collect taxes, raise 
armies, or <lo any other act essential to the existence of 
government, trithout the voluntary consent and co'dpera- 
tion of each of the States. Congress could resolve, but 
could not carry its resolutions into effect— could recom- 
mend to the State* to provide a revenue for the necessi- 
ties of the Fedei'al Government, but could not use the 
means necessary to the collection of the revenue when the 
States failed to comply — could recommend to the States to 
provide an army for the general defense, and apportion 
among the States their respective quotas, but could not en- 
list the men and order them into the Federal service. For 
these reasons a Federal Government, with its appropriate 
departments, acting directly upon the individual citizens, 
with authority to enforce its decrees to the extent of it« 
delegated powers, and not dependent upon the voluntary 
action of the several States in their corporate capacity, 
became indispensable as a substitute for the government 
of the Confederation. 

In the formation of the Constitution of the United States 
the Federal Convention took the British Constitution, as 



interpreted and expounded by the Colonies dwing their 
controversy with Great Britain, for ttieir model— making 
such modifications in its structure and principles as the 
change in our condition had rendered necessary. They 
entrusted the Executive functions to a Presidencin the 
place of a King ; the Legislative functions to a Congress, 
composed of a Senate and House of Representatives, in 
lieu of the Parliament consisting of the Houses of Lords and 
Commons ; and the Judicial functions to a Supreme Court 
and such inferior courts as Congress should from time to 
time ordain and establish. 

Having thus divided the powers of government into the 
three appropriate departments, with which they had al- 
ways been familiar, they proceeded to confer upon the 
Federal Government substantially the same powers which 
they as colonies had been willing to concede to the Bi'itish 
Government ; and to reserve to the States and to the peo- 
ple the same rights and privileges which they as colonies 
had denied to the British Government during the entire 
struggle which terminated in our Independence, and 
which they had claimed for themselves and their posterity 
as the birthright of all freemen, inalienable when organ- 
ized into political communities, and to be enjoyed and ex- 
ercised by colonies, territories, and provinces as fully and 
completely as by sovereign States. Thus it will be seen 
that tliere is no organic feature or fundamental principle 
embodied in the Constitution of the United States which 
had not been familiar to the people of the Colonies from 
the period of their earliest settlement, and which had 
not been repeatedly asserted by them when denied by 
Great Britain during the whole period of their colonial his- 
tory. 

Let us pause at this point for a moment, and inquire 
whether it be just to those illustrious patriots and sages who 
formed the Constitution of the United States, to assume 
that they intended to confer upon Congress that unlimited 
and arbitrary power onrer the people of the American Ter- 
ritories, which they had resisted with their blood when 
claimed by the British Parliament over British colonies in 
America? Did they confer upon Congress the right tc 
bind the people of the American Territories in all cases 
whatsoever, after having fought the battles of the Revolu- 
tion against a "Preamble" declaring the right of Par- 
liament " to bind the Colonies in all cases whatsoever?" 

If, as they contended before the Revolution, it was the 
birthright of all Englishmen, inalienable when formed into 
political communities, to exercise exclusive power of legis- 
lation in their local legislatures In respect to all things 
affecting their internal polity— Slavery not excepted— did 
not the same right, after the Revolution, and by virtue of 
it, become the birthright of all Americans, in like manner 
inalienable when organized into political communities — ^no 
matter by what name, whether Colonies, Territories, Pro- 
vinces, or new States ? 

Names often deceive persons in respect to the nature 
and substance of things. A single instance of this kind 
is to be found in that clause of the Constitution which 
says: 

" Congress shall have power to dispose of, and make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or other 
property belonging to the United Stales." 

This being the only clause of the Constitution in which 
the word *' Territory" ap])ears, that fact alone has doubt- 
less led many persons to suppose that the right of Con- 
gress to establish temporary governments for the Terri- 
tories, in the sense in which tlie word is now used, must 
be derived from It, overlooking the important and con- 
trolling facts that at the time the Constitution was formed 
the word ** Territory" had never been used or understood 
to designate a political community or government of any 
kind in any law, compact, deed of ceSv^ion, or public 
document; but had invariubly been used either in its 
geographical sense to describe the superficial area of a 
State or district of country, as in the Virginia deed of 
cession of the "Territory or tract of country"* northwest 
of the river Ohio ; or as meaning land in its character 
as property, in which latter sense it appears in the clause 
of the Constitution referred to, when providing for the 
disposition of the *' Territory or other* property belong- 
ing to the United States." Tliese Jacts, taken in connec- 
tion with the kindred one that during the whole period # 
of the Confederation and the formation of the Constitu- 
tion the temporary governments which we now call 
*' Territories," were invariably referred to in the deeds 
of cession, laws, compacts, plans of government, resolu- 
tions of Congress, public records, and authentic docu- 
ments as " States," or " new States," conclusively show 
that the words "Territory and other property" in the 
Constitution were used to designate the unappropriated 
lands and other property wliich tiie United States owned, 
and not the people who might become residents on those 
lands, and be organised into poliiical communities aftet 
' the United States had parted with their title. 
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It Is from this clause of the Oonstttatioc ilone that 
Oongress derives the power to provide for .he surveys 
and sale of the public lands and all other ( roperiy be- 
longini^to the United Stales, not only in the Territoriefl« 
but also in the several State:) of the Union. But for this 
provision Congress would have no povrer to aothorise the 
sale of tlie public lands, tniiitary sites, old ships, cannon, 
muskets, or other property, real or personal, which be- 
loQg to the United States, and are no longer needed for 
any public purpose. It refers exclusively to property in 
contradistiticiion to persons and communities. It con- 
Ters the same power '•'• to make all needful rales Hnd 
regulations" in tlie States as in the Territories, and ex- 
teuds wherever there may be any land or otter property 
belonging to the United States to be regulated or dieposed 
of; but dues not authorise Congress to control or inter- 
fere with the domestic institutions and internal polity of 
the people (either in the States or the Territories) who 
tuay reside upon lands which the United States once 
owned. Such a power, had it been vested in Congress, 
would annihilate the sovereignty and freedom of the 
States as well as-the great principle of self-government in 
tiie Territories, wherever the United States happen to 
own a portion of tne public lands within their retipective 
limits, as, at present, in the States of Alabama, Fioridii, 
Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Illinois, 
Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin, Iowm, Minnesota, 
California, and Oregon, and in the Territories of Wasli- 
ington, Nebraska, Kansas, Utah, and New-Mexico. The 
idea is repugnant to the spirit and genius of our complex 
system of Government; because it eff.ctually blots out 
tlie dividing line between Federal and Local authority 
widoh lorms an essential barrier for the defense of the 
independence of tlie States and the liberties of the people 
against Federal Invasion. With one anomalous excep- 
tion, all tlie powers conferred on Congress are Jfederal^ 
and not MunioiptUt in their character — affecting the 
general welfare of the whole country without interfeiing 
witJi the internal polity of the people — and can be carried 
into effect by laws which apply alike to States and Ter- 
ritories. The exception, being in derogation of one of 
the fundamental principles of our political system (be- 
cause it authorises the Federal Government to control 
*Ai6 municipal affairs and internal polity of the people in 
pertain specified, limited localities), was not left to vague 
inference or loose construction, nor expressed in dubious 
or equivocal language; but is found plainly written in 
that Section of the Constitution which says : 

" Congress shall have power to exercise exclusive legtsla- 
Uon la ali cases whatsoever, over such district (not exceeding 
«ui miles sqnare) as may, by cession of partictUar States, ana 
the acoeptanoe of Coogtess, become the seat of the govern- 
ment of the United States, and to exercise like authority over 
all places purchased by the consent of the Legislature of the 
Slate In wliich the same shall be, for the erection of forts, 
magazines, arsenals,, dock-yards and other needful buildings." 

No such power **to exercise exclusive legislation in all 
cases whatsoever," nor indeed any legislation in any 
case whatsoever, is conferred on Congress in respect to 
the municipal affairs and iuternul polity, either of the 
States or of the Territories. On the contrary, after the 
Constitution had been finally adopted, with its Federal 
powers delegated, enumerated, and defined, in order to 
guard in all future time against any possible infringement 
of the reserved rights of the States, or of the people, an 
amendment was incorporated into the Constitution which 
marks the dividing line between Federal and Local 
authority so directly and indelibly that no lapse of time, 
no partisan prejudice, no sectional aggrandisement, no 
freusied fanaticism can eilace it. The araenduient it in 
these words : 

"The powers not delegated to the United Slates by the 
Constltutioa, nor prohibited by it to the Stales, are reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the people." 

This view of the subject is confirmed, if indeed any cor- 
roborative evidence is required, by reference to the pro- 
ceedings and debates of the Federal Convention, as re- 
ported by Mr. Madison. On the 18th of August, after a 
series of resolutions had been adopted as the basis of the 
proposed Constitution and referred to the Committee of 
Detail for the purpose of being put in proper form, the re- 
cord says : 

" Mr. Madison submitted, in order to be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Detail, the following powers, as proper to be added 
to those of the general Leglslauire (Congress) : 

" To dispose of ibe unapproprUted lands of the tJidted States. 

*' To instliute temporary governments for the new States 
arising therein. 

"To re^uUie affairs with the Indians, as well within as 
without tlie limits of the United Slates. 

" To exercise exclusively legislative authority at the seat of 
the Qeneral Government, and over a district around the same 
not exceeding square miles, the consent of the legisla- 
ture of tLe State or States comprising the same being first ob- 
tained '' 



Here we find the original and roagh draft of these seve- 
ns! powers as they now exist, in their revised form, in tlie 
Constitution. The provteion empowering Congress " U 
dispose of the unappropriated lands of the United States* 
was modified and enlarged^ so as to include *' other »pro 
perty belonging to the United States," and to authorize 
Congress to '* make all needful rules and regulations " Soi 
the preservation, management, aid sale of the same. 

The provision empowering Congress " to institute tem- 
porary governments for the new States arising in the un- 
appropriated lands of tlie United States," taken in con- 
nection with the one empowering Congress *' to exercise 
exclusively Legislative authority at the seat of the Genw 
ral Government, and over a district of country around tlie 
same," clearly shows the difference in the extent and na- 
ture of the powers intended to be conferred in the new 
States or Territories on the one hand, and in the District 
of Columbia on the other. In the one case it was pro 
posed to authorize Congress " to ipstitUte temporary gov- 
ernments for the new States," or Territories, as they are 
now called, just as our Revolutionary fathers recognised 
the right of the British crown to institute local govern 
ments for the Colonies, by issuing charters under which 
the people of the Colonies were *' entitled (according to 
the Bill of Rights adopted by the Continental Congress) to 
a free and exclusive power of legislation, in their several 
Provincial Legislatures, where their right of representation 
can alone be preserved, in all cases of taxation and inter- 
nal polity ;" wliile, in the other case, it was proposed to 
authorize Congress to exercise, exclusively, legislative 
authority over tlie municipal and internal polity of the 
people residing within the district which should be ceded 
for that piupose as the seat of the General Government. 

Each of these provisions was modified and perfected by 
the Committee of Detail and Revision, as will appear by 
comparing them with the corresponding clauses as finally 
incorporated intp the Constitution. The provision to 
authorize Congress to institute temporary governments 
for the new States or Territories, and to provide for their 
admission into the Union, appears in the Constitution in 
this form : 

New States may be admitted by the Congress hxto this 
Union." 

The power to admit " it&w StaUSy** and " to make all 
laws which shall be necessarv and proper " to that end, 
may fairly be construed to -Include the right to institute 
temporary governments for such new States or Territories, 
the same as Great Britain could rightfully uistitute similai' 
governments for the Colonies : but c«rtainlv not to author- 
ize (Tongress to legislate in respect to their municipa. 
affairs and internal concerns, without violating that great 
fundamental principle in defense of which the battles of 
the Revolution were fought. 

If judicial authority were deemed neeessaiy to give 
force to principles so eminently just in themselves, and 
which form the basis of our entire political system, 
such authority may be found in the opinion of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the Dred Scott case. In 
that case the Court say : 

" This brings us to examine by what provision of the Con- 
stitution the present Federal Oovernmeut, under its delegated 
and restricted powers, is authorized to acquh^ territory out- 
side of the origUuil limits of the United States, and what powers 
It mav exercise therein over the person or property of a citi- 
zen of the United States, while it remains a territory, and ui»- 
til it shall be admitted as one of the States of the Union. 

" There is certainly no power given by the Constitution to 
the Federal Government to establish or malutaki colonies, 
bordering on the United States or at a distance, to be ruled 
and governed at its own pleasure ; nor to enlarge its terri- 
torial limits in any way except by the admission of new 
States 

'• The power to expand the territory of the United States by 
the admiJMlou of new States is plainly given ; and in the con- 
struction of this power by all the departments of the Govern- 
ment, it has been held to authorize the acquisition of lerrltoiy, 
not fit for admission at the time, but to be admitted as soon as 
its population and situation would entitle it to admission. 
It is acquired to become a SUkte, and not to be held as a colony 
and governed by Congress with absolute authority ; and as tlie 
propriety of admitting a new State Is commiued to the sound 
discretion of Congress, the power to acquire territory for that 
purpose, to be held by the United States until it Is ha a suitable 
condition to become a State upon an equal footing with the 
other States, must rest upon the same discretion." 

Having determined the qoestion that the power to ac- 
quire territory for the purpose of enlarging our territorial 
lindts and increasing the number of States, is included 
witliin the power to admit new States and conferred by 
the same clause of the Constitution, the Court proceed to 
say that " the power to acquire necessarily carries with it 
the power to preserve and apply to the purposes for which 
it was acquired." And again, referring to a former ded* 
sioH of the same court in respect to tlie power of Congress 
to institute governments for the Territoriies, the Court say : 

" The power stands firmly on the latter alternative put by 
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thp Coart— that is, m tha 'Inevitable eonaeqaence of the right 
to acquire territory.' " 

The power to acquire terrHory, as well as the right, in 
the language of Mr. Madison, " to institute temporary 
governments for the new States arising therein " (or Terri- 
torial govemmenta, as they are now called), having been 
traced to that provision of the Oonstltution which provides 
for the admisEQon of ** new States," the Court proceed to 
consider the nature and extent of the power of Congress 
over the people of the Territories : 

" All wc mean to say on this point is, that, as there is no ex- 
press regulation in the ConsUtutioa defining the power whicli 
tlie Oeneral Government may exercise over the peraou or pro- 
perty of a citizen In a territory thus acquired, the Court must 
necBSsarilv look to the provisions and principles of the Consti- 
tution, and ita distribution of powers, or the rules and prinel- 
plea by which its decision must be governed. 

" Taking tills rule to guide us, it may be safely assumed that 
citizens or the United States, who emigrate to a territory be- 
longing to the people of the United States, cannot be ruled an 
mere colonists, dependent upon the will of the General Govern- 
ment, and to be governed by any laws it may think proper to 

impose The Territory being a part of tlie UnitMi 

States, the Government and the citizen both enter it under the 
authority of the Constitution, with their respective rights de- 
fined and marked out ; and the Federal Government ean ex- 
erciae no power over his person or property beyond what that 
instrument coufera, nor lawfully deny any right which it has 
reserved." 

Hence, inasmuch as the Constitution has conferred on 
the Federal Government no right to Interfere with the pro- 
perty, domestic relations, pouce regulations, or internal 
polity of the people of the Territones, it necessarily fol- 
lows, under the authority of the Court, that Congress can 
rightfully exercise no such power over the people of the 
Territories. For ttiis reason alone, the Supreme Court 
were authorized and compelled to pronounce the eighth 
section of the Act approved March 6, 1820 (commonly 
called the Missouri Compramlae), inoperative and void — 
there being no power delegated to Congress in the Consti- 
tution authorizing Congress to prohibit Slavery in tlie Ter- 
ritories. 

In the course of the discussion of this question the 
Court gave an elaborate exposition of the structure, 
principles, and powers of the Federal Government; 
showing that it possesses no powers except those which 
are delegated, enumerated, and defined in the Constitu- 
tion ; and that all other powers are either prohibited 
altogether or are reasrved to the States, or to the people. 
In order to show that the prohibited, as well as the 
delegated powers are enumerated and defined in the 
Constitution, the Court enumerated certain powers 
which cannot be exercised either by Congress or by the 
Territorial Legislatures, or by any other authority what- 
ever, for the simple reason that they are forbidden by 
the Constitution. 

Some persons who have not examined critically the 
opinion of the Court in this respect haye been induced 
to believe that the »la/o«fy quesii-on was included in this 
class of prohibited powers, and that the Court had 
decided in the Dred Scott case that the Territorial Legis- 
lature could not legislate in respect to slave property 
the same as all otiier property in the Territories. A few 
extracts from the opinion of the Court will correct this 
error, and show clearly the class of powers to which the 
Court referred, as being forbidden alike to the Federal 
Government, to the States, and to the Territories. The 
Court say : 

" A reference to a few of the provisions of the Constitution 
will illustrate this proposition. For example, no cue, we pre- 
sume, will contend that Congress can make any law in a Ter- 
ritory respecting the establishment of religion, or the free ex- 
ercise thereof or abridging the freedom of speech or of the 
the press, or the right of the people of the territory peaceably 
to assemble, and to petition tne Government £or the redress of 
grievances. 

'* Nor can Congress deny to the people the right to keep and 
bear arms, nor the right to trial by jury, nor compel any one 
to be a witness against himself in a criminal proceeding. . . . 
So too, it will hardly be contended that Congress could by law 
quarter a soldier in a house in a territory without the consent 
of the owner in a time of peace ; nor in tune of war but in a 
manner prescribed by law. Nor could they by law forfeit the 
property of a citizen in a territory who was convicted of trea- 
son, for a longer period than the life of the person convicted, 
nor take private property for public use without Just compen- 
sation." 

'*The powers over persons and property, of which we 
speak, are not only not granted to Congresa, but are in ex- 
press terms denied, and they are forbidden to exercise them. 
And this prohiViiion is not confined to the States, but the 
-u'ords are general, and extend to the whole territory over 
which the Constitution gives it power to legislate, including 
those portions of it remaining under Territorial governments, 
(ia well as that covered by States. 

*' It is a total absence of power, evbrywhere within the 
dominion of the United States, and places the citizens of a 
Turritory, so t^ as these rights are concerned, on the same 



footing with citizens of the States, and guards them as firmly 
and plainly against any Inroads which the General (Government 
might aUempt under the nlea of implied or incidental powrrs. 
And if Congress itaeli cannot do this— If it Is bevond the 
powers conferred on the Federal Government— it will be ad- 
mitted, we presume, that it could not authorize a 'J'urriiorial 
government to exercise them. It could confer no power on 
any local government, established by its auihorliy, lo \ioiate 
the provisions of the Constitutiou." 

Nothing can be more certain than that the Court were 
here speaking only ot Jbrbidden powers, which' were 
denied alike to Congress, to the State Legislatures, and 
to the Territorial Legislatures, and that the prohibition 
extends " everywhere within the dominion of the United 
States," applicable equally to States and Territories, as 
well as to the United States. 

If this sweeping prohibition— this just Vut inexorable 
restriction upon the powers of Government— yedeiul, 
State, and Territorial-— shall ever be held to include tlie 
Slavery question, thus negativing the right of the people 
of the States and Territories, as well as the Fedeial 
Government, to control it by law (and it will be observed 
that in the opinion of the Court " the citizens of a Terri- 
tory, so far as these rights are concerned, are on the 
same footing with the citizens of the States.") then, 
indeed^ will the doctrine become firmly established that 
the principles of law applicable to African i^lavery are 
unifi>nn throughout the dominion of the United 
States^ and that there "is an irrepressiJble conflict 
between opposing and enduring forces, which means 
that the United States must and will, sooner or later, 
become either entirely a slaveholding nation or enti. ely 
a free labor nation." 

Notwithstanding the disastrous consequences which 
would inevitably result tKom the authoritative recogni- 
tion and practical operation of such a doctrine, there 
are those who maintain that the Court referred to and 
included the Slavery question within that class of 
forbidden powers which (although the same in the Terri- 
tories as in the States) could not be exercised by the 
people of the Territories. 

If this proposition were true, which fortunately for the 
peace and welfare of the whole country it is not, the 
conclusion would inevitably rebult, which they logically 
deduce from the premises — that the Constitution by the 
recognition of Slavery establishes it in the Territories 
beyond the power of the people to control it by law, 
and guarantees to every citizen the right to go there 
and be protected . in the enjoyment of his slave 
property; and when all other remedies fail for the 
protection of such rights of property, it becomes the 
imperative duty of Congress (to the performance of 
which every member is bound by his conscience and his 
oath, and from which no consideration of political policy 
or expediency can release hln)^ to provide by law such 
adequate and complete protection as is essential to the 
enjoyment of an important right secured by the Consti- 
tution. If the proposition be true, that tlie Constitution 
establishes Slavery in the Territories beyond the power 
of the people legally to control it, another result no less 
startling, and from which there is no escape, must inevi- 
tably follow. The Constitution is uniform '* everywhere 
within the dominions of the United States"— is the same 
in Pennsylvania as in Kansas — and if it be true, as 
stated by the President in a special message to Congress, 
" that Slavery exists in Kansas by virtue of the Consti- 
tution of the United States," and that " Kansas is there- 
fore at this moment as much a Slave State as Georgia or 
South Carolina," why does it not exist in Pennsylvania 
by virtue of the same Constitution ? 

If it be said that Pennsylvania is a sovereign State, and 
therefore has a right to regulate the Slavery question 
within her own limits to suit herself, it must be borne in 
mind that the sovereignty of Pennsylvania, like that of 
every other State, is limited by the Constitution, which 
provides that: 

" This Constitution, and all laws of the United States which 
shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties made, or 
which shall be made, under the authority of the United States, 
diall be the mpreme law of Ote land, and the judges in every 
State shall be bound thereby, anyUiing in the Conttitution or 
loKB qfany State to the contrary noticiUmtandit^." 

Hence, the State of Pennsylvania, with her Constitnflon 
and laws, and domestic institutions, and Internal policy, 
Is subordinate to the Constitution of the United States, in 
the same manner and to the same extent as the Territory 
of Kansas. The Kansas-Nebraska Act says that the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas fdiall exercise legislative power over "all 
rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the Consti- 
tution," and that the people of said Territory shall be left 
" perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic insti- 
tutions in their own way, subject only to the Constitution 
of the United States." The provisions of this act are be- 
lieved to be in entire harmony with the Constitution, and 
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nnder them the people of Kansas poesess every right, 
privilege, and immunity, in respect to their internal polity 
%nd domestic relations, which the people of Pennsylvania 
can exercise under their Constitution and laws. Each is 
invested with full, complete, and exclusive powers in this 
respect, ** subject only to the Constitution of the United 
States." 

The question recurs, then, if the Constitution does estab- 
lish Slavery in Kansas or any other Territory beyond the 
power of the people to control it by law, how can the con- 
clusion be resisted that Slavery is established In like man- 
ner and by the same authority in all the States of the 
Union ? And if it be the ImperaUve duty of Congress to 
provide by law for the protection of slave property in the 
Territories upon the ground that ** Slavery exists m Kan- 
sas" (and consequently In every other Territory) "by 
virtue of the Constitution of the United States," why is it 
not also the duty of Congress, for the same reason, to pro- 
vide similar protection to slave property in all the States 
of the Union, when the legislatures fail to furnish such 
protection? 

Without confessing or attempting to avoid the inevitable 
consequences ^f their own doctrine, its advocates endeavor 
to fortify their position by citing the Dred Scott decision 
to prove that the Constitution recognises property in 
slaves — ^that there is no legal distinction between this and 
every other description of property — that slave property 
and every other kind of property stand on an equal foot- 
ing — that Congress has no more power over the one than 
over the other — and, consequently, cannot' discriminate 
between them. 

Upon this point the Court say : 

" Now as we have already said in an earlier part of this 
opinioQ, upou a liferent point, the right of property la a slave 
is disdncily aad expressly alllrmed in Uie Coasuiutfon. . . * 
And if the CoastltuiioQ recognizes the right of property of the 
master in a slave, and makes no distinction between thai des- 
cription of property and other property owned by a citizen, 
no tribunal acting under the authority of the United States, 
whether it be legislative, executive or judicial, has a right to 
draw such a distlDctlon, or deny to it the bene&t of the pro- 
visions and guaranties which have been provided for the pro- 
tection of private property against the encroachments of the 

government And the government in express 

terms is pledged to protect it in all future time, if the dave 
moanet from his owner. This is done in plain words— too 
plam to be understood. And no word can be found 
m the Constitution which gives Congress a greater power 
over slave property, or which entitles property of that kind to 
lesa protecuon than property of any other description. The 
only power conferred is the power coupled with the duty of 
guarding and protecting the owner in his rights." 

The rights of the owner, which it Is thus made the duty 
of the Federal Government to guard and protect, are those 
expressly provided for in the Constitution, and defined In 
clear and explicit language by the Court — ^that '* the gov- 
ernment, in express terms, is pledged to protect it (slave 
property; in all future time, ift/i6 slave escapee /fom his 
owner.^^ This id the only contingency, accordmg to the 
plain reading of the Constitution, as auUioritatiVely inter- 
preted by the Supreme Court, in which the Federal Gov- 
ernment is authorized, required, or permitted to interfere 
with Slavery in the States or Territories ; and in that case 
only for the purpose " of guarding and protecting the 
owner in his rights " to reclaim his slave property. In all 
other respects slaves stand on the same footing with all 
other property — "the Constitution makes no dutinction 
between that description of property and other property 
owned by a citizen ;" and " no word can be found in the 
Constitution wliich gives Congress a greater power over 
slave property, or which entitles property of that kind to 
less protection than property of any other description." 
This is the basis upon which all rights pertaining to slave 
property, either in the States or the Territories, stand 
under the Constitution as expounded by the Supreme 
Court in the Dred Scott case. 

Inasmuch as the Constitution has delegated no power 
t<rthe Federal Government in respect to any other kind 
of property belonging to the citizen — ^neither introducing, 
establishing, pruhibitlng. nor excluding it anywhere within 
the dominion of the United States, but leaves Uie owner 
thereof perfectly free to remove into any State or Terri- 
tory, and carry his property with him, and hold the same 
subject to the local law, and relying upon the local author- 
ities for protection, it follows, according to the decision of 
the Court, that slave property stands on the same footing, 
is entitled to the same rights and immunities, and, in like 
manner, is dependent upon the local authorities and laws 
/or protection. 

Tne Court refer to that clause of the Constitution which 
provides for the rendition of fugitive slaves as Uiefar 
authority for saying that " the right of property in slaves 
Ls distinctly and expressly affirmed in the ConsUtutlon." 
Dy reference to that provision. It will be seen that, while 
the word "slaves" is not used, still the Constitution not 



only recognizet the right of property in slaves, as stated 
by the Coiu*t, but explicitly states what class of persons 
shall be deemed slaves, and under what laws or authority 
they may be held to servitude, and under what circam- 
stances fugitive slaves shall be restored to their owners, 
all in the same section, as follows : 

" No person held to service or labor In one State, under tft^ 
latoe thereof escaping into another, shall, in consequence of 
any law or regulation therein, be discharged from such ser- 
vice or labor, out shall be delivered up on claim of the party 
to whom such service or labor may be due." 

Thus it will be seen that a slave, within the meaning of 
the Constitution, is a " person held to service or labor in 
one State, tmder the la/we ihtireqP^ — ^not under the Con- 
stitution of the United States, nor by the laws thereof, nor 
by virtue of any federal authority whatsoever, but nnder 
the laws of the parUcular State where such service or 
labor may be due. 

It was necessary to give this exact definition of Slavexy 
in the Constitution in order to satisfy the people of the 
South as well as of the North. The slaveholding States 
would never consent for a moment that their domestik; re- 
lations — and especially their right of property in their 
slave»^hould be dependent upon Federal auttiority, or 
that Congress should have any power over the suhject — 
either to extend, confine, or restrain it, much less to pro- 
tect or regulate It— lest, under the pretense of protection 
and regulation, the Federal Government, tinder the influ- 
ence of the strong and increasing anti-slavery sentimezxt 
which prevailed at that period, might destroy the institu- 
tion, and divest those rights of property in slaves which 
were sacred under the laws and constitutions of their re- 
spective Stfttes so long as the Federal Government had no 
power to interfere with the subject. 

In like manner, the nouHBlaveholding States, while thty 
were entirely willing to provide for the surrender of all 
fugitive slaves — ^as is conclusively shown by the unanimous 
vote of all the States in the Convention for the provision 
now under consideration — and to leave each State per- 
fectly free to hold slaves under its own laws, and by virtue 
of its own separate and exclusive authority, so long as it 
pleased, and to abolish it when it chose, were unwil&ng to 
become responsible for its existence by incorporating it 
into the Constitution as a national institution, to be pro- 
tected and regulated, extended and controlled by Federal 
authority, regardless of the wishes of the people, and in 
defiance of the local laws of the several States and Terri- 
tories. For these opposite reasons, the Southern and 
Northern States united in giving a unanimous vote in the 
Convention for that provision of the Constitution which 
recognizes Slavery as a local institution in the several 
States where it exists, " under the laws thereof," and pro- 
vides for the surrender of fugitive slaves. 

It will be observed that the term " State " is used la 
thfa provirion, as well as in various other parts of the Con- 
stitution, in the same sense in which it was used by Mr. 
Jefferson in Us plan for establishing governments for the 
new States in the territory ceded and to be ceded to the 
United States ; and by Mr. Madison in his proportion t« 
confer on Congress power " to institute temporary govern- 
ments for the nefw States arising in the unappropriated 
lands of the United States," to designate the political 
communities. Territories as well as States, within the do- 
minion of the United States. The word " States " Is used 
in the same sense in the ordinance of the ISth July, 1787, 
for the government of the Territory northwest of the river 
Ohio, which was passed by the remnant of the Congress of 
the Confederation, sitting in New Tork while its most emi- 
nent members were at Philadelphia, as delegates to the 
Federal Convention, aiding in the formation of the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 

In this sense the word " States" Is used in the clause pro- 
viding for the rendition of fugitive slaves, applicable to 
all political communities under the authority of the United 
States, including the Territories as well as the several 
States of the Union. Under any other construction, the 
right of the owner to recover his slave would be restricted 
to the States of the Union, leaving the Territories a secure 
place of refuge for all fugitives. The same remark is ap- 
plicable to the clause of the Constitution which provides 
that " a person charged in any State with treason, felonv, 
or other crime, who shall flee from Justice, and be found m 
another State. Bh&W^ on the demand of the executive au- 
thority of the State from which he fled, be delivered up to 
be removed to the State having jurisdiction of the crime." 
Unless the term State, as used in these provisions of the 
Constitution, shall be construed to include every dtetlnct 
political commtmity under the Jurisdiction of the United 
States, and to apply to Territories as well as to the States 
of the Union, the Territories must become a sanctuary for 
all the fugitives from service and Justice, for all the felons 
and criminals who shall escape from tlte several States 
and seek refuge and immunity in the Territories. 
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If any other illustration were necessary to show that 
the pnliriciil communities which we now call Territories 
(but which, liuring the whole period of the Confederation 
and the formation of the Constitution, were always re- 
ferred to as " States" or *' new States' ), are recognised 
as " States" in nom« of the provisions of the Consti- 
tution, they may be found in those clauses which de- 
clare tiiat " no «S^^i<«*' shall enter into any "treaty, alli- 
ance, or confederation ; grant letters of marque and re- 
prisal ; coin money ; emit bills of credit ; make anytliing 
but gold and silver coin a tender La payment of debts ; 
pass Ruy bill of attainder, m» post facto law, or law im- 
pairing the obligation of contracts, or grant any Utle of 
nobility." 

It must be borne in mind that In each of these cases 
where tlic power is not expressly delegated to Congress 
the prohibition is not Imposed upon the Federal Govem- 
meitt, but upon the Statea. There was no necessity for 
any such prohibition upon Congress or the Federal Go- 
vernment, for the reason that the omission to delegate any 
such powera in the Constitution was of itself a prohti)ition, 
and so declared in express terms by the 10th amendment, 
which declares that 'Uhe powers not delegated to the 
United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to 
the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to 
the people." 

Hence it would certainly be competent for the States 
.uid Territories to exercise these powers but for the pro- 
hibition contained in those provisions of the Constitution ; 
and inasmuch as the prohibition only extends to the 
'' States," the people of the " Territories" are stUl at liberty 
to exercise them, unless the Territories are included witii- 
In the term States^ within the meaning of these provisions 
of the Constitution of the United States. 

It only remains to be shown that the Compromise Mea- 
sures of 1850 and the Kansas-Nebraska Act of 1864 are in 
perfect harmony with, and a faithful embodhnent of, the 
principles herein enforced. A brief history of these mea- 
sures will disclose the principles upon which they are 
rounded. 

On the 29th of January, ISSO.tfe*. Clay introduced into 
the Senate a series of resolutions upon the Slavery ques- 
tion which were intended to form the basis of the subse- 
quent legislation upon that subject. Pending the discus- 
sion of these resoluUons, the chairman of the Committee on 
Territories prepared and reported to the Senate, on the 
25th of March, two bills— one for the admission of Califor- 
nia into the Union of States, and the other for the organi- 
zation of the Territories of Utah and New Mexico, and for 
the adjustment of the disputed boundary with Uie State 
of Texas, which were read twice and printed for' the use 
of the Senate. On the 19th of April a select committee of 
thirteen wa^ appointed, on motion of Mr. Foote, of Miss- 
issippi, of which Mr. Clay was made chairman, and to 
which were referred all pending proposiUons relating to Uie 
slavery question. On the 8th of May, Mr. Clay, from the 
select committee of thirteen, submitted to the Serate an 
elaborate report covering all the points in controversy, 
accompanied by a bill wldch is usually known as the 
'" Omnibus Bill." By reference to the provisions of this 
bill, as it appears on the files of the Senate, it will be 
teen that it is composed of the two printed bills which had 
been reported by the Committee on Territories on the 
25th of March previous ; and that the only material 
change in its provisions, involving an important and es- 
sunthil principle, is to be found in the tenth section, wliicb 
prescribes and defines the powers of the Territorial Legis- 
Uture. In the bill, as reported by the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, the legislative power of Uie Territories extended 
to *' all rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the 
ConsUtution of the United Stales^** wWuntt eaoc&ptinff 
A^fricati Slavery ; while the bill, as reported by the com- 
mittee of thirteen, conferred the same power on the Terri- 
torial Legislature, with the encepUon of African /Sla- 
very. This porUon of the section in its original form read 
thus: 

" And he it further mcbuM tkat the Legislative power of th« 
Territory shall extend to all rightfhl subjects of legislation 
consistent with the Constitution of the Umted States and the 
provisions of this act ; but no law shall be passed interfering 
with the primary disposition of the soil." 

To which the committee of thirteen added these words : 
^ Ifor iu respect to African Slavery.^^ When the bill 
eame up for action on the 15tb of May, Mr. Davis, of Mla- 
dssippi, said : 

" I ofiV.r the following amendment To strike out, in (he 
sixth line of the tenth section, the words * in remtei to African 
Slouerf/,* and innert the words, ' vith thone righU <tf property 
grotoing out of the inMitntion of A/riean Slatury cm it exma in 
any of the Staten of the Union.* The object of the amendment 
is to prevent the Territorial JjeglslaturA flrom legldatlng 
asaJnst the righia of property growing out of the luBtitntion 

of Slavery It wlU leave to the Territorial Lrffiftla- 

inres iho<^ rights and powivs which are essentially noresaary, | 



not only to the preservation of property, but to the peace of 
the Terriiory. it will leave the ri|;hi lo make such police 
reguUiious aa are necessary to prevent disorder, and which 
will be absolutely necessary with such property as that tc 
secure its benRflcial use to ii« owuer. Wiih iLls brief ex- 
planation I submit the amendment" 

Mr. Clay, in reply to Mr. Davis, said : 

" I am not petlectly sure that 1 comprehend he full mmn- 
ing of the amendment offered by the beuator from HisskwippL 
if 1 oo, I tliink he accomplisbes uoihiug by striking out tA% 
clause now In the bill and lust* riitig ihai whi<b he proposes to 
insert 'ihe clause now in the bill is, that the Territorial 
legislatiou shall not extend to anything reapecting African 
Slavery within the Territory, 'ihe eliect of retaining the 
clause as reported by the Committee will be this : Th^t if in 
any of the Territories blavery now exists, It shall not be abol- 
ished by the Territorial Legialaiure ; and if in any of the xer- 
riiories ISlavery does not now exist, u cannot be introduced by 
the Territorial Leglslai nre. 1 he clause b self was introduced 
into the bill bv the Committee Ibr the purpose of tying up the 
hands of the Territorial Legislature in respect to legislating 
at all, one way or the other, upon the subject of African Sla- 
very, it was Intended to leave the legislation and the law of 
the respective Territories in the condition in which the Act 
win And them. I stated on a former occasion that I did not 
in Comudttee, vote for the amendment to insert the clause, 
though It was proposed to be introduced by a majority of the 
C'oiniuittee. 1 attached very little consequence to it at the 
time, and I attach very little to it at present. It is perhaps of 
no pardcular Importance whatever. Kow, sir, u I under- 
stand the measure proposed by \he Senator f^om Misslselppt 
it aims at the same thing. I do not understand him as propos- 
ing that if any one shall carry slaves into the Territory — 
although by the laws of the 1 erritory he cannot take them 
there — the Legislative hands of the Territorial government 
should be so tied as to prevent it saying he shall not ei^oy the 
fruits of their labor. U the Senator from Mississippi means 
to sny that — " 

Mr. Davis: 

*' I do mean to say it" 

Mr. Clay : 

" If the oT>ject of the Senator is to provide that slaves may 
be Introduced Into the Terriiory contrary to the lex loci, ancT, 
being introduced, nothing shall be done bv the Legislature to 
impair the rights of owners to hold the slaves thus brought 
contrary to the local laws. / cettainly cannot vote for it. In 
doing so I shall repeat again the expresRion of opinion which 
i announced at an early period of the session." 

Here we find the line distinctly drawn between those who 
contended for the right to carry slaves into the Teiritonee 
and hold them in defiance of the local law, and those who 
contended that such right was subject to the local law of 
the Territory. Diiring the progress of the discussion on 
the same day, Blr. Davis, of Mississippi, said : 

"We are giving, or proposing to give, a government to a 
Territory, which act rests upon the basis of our right to make 
such provision. We suppose we have a right to confer 
power. If so, we may mark out the limit to which they may 
legislate, and are bound not to confer power beyond that 
which exists In Congress. If we give them power to leglslata 
beyond that, we commit a fraud or usurpation, aa it may be 
done openly, covertly, or indirectly." 

To which Mr. Chiy replied : 

Now, sir, I only repeat what I have had occasion to sav h«%- 
fore, that while I am willing to stand aside and make no legto- 
latlve enacim At one way or the other— to lay off the Ternto 
rles without the Wllmot Froviso, on the one hand, with which 
I understand we are threatened, or without an attempt to 
Introduce a clause for the introduction of Slavery into the 
Territories— while I am for rejecting both the one and the 
other, I am content that the law as it exists Fhall prevail : and 
if there be any diversity of opinion as to what it means, I am 
willing that it shall be settled by the highest Judicial authority 
of the country. While I am content thus to abide the result I 
must say that I cannot vole for any express provision recogniz- 
ing the right to carry slaves there." 

To wliich Mr. Davis rejoined, that — 

** It Is said our Revolution grew out of a preamble ; and 1 
hope we have something of the same character of the hardy 
men of the Revolution who first commenced the war with the 
mother country — something of the spirit of that bold Yankee 
who said he had a right to go to Concord, and that go he would : 
and who, in the maintenance of that rifihi, met nls death at 
the hands of a British sentinel. Now, sir, if our right to carry 
slaves into these Territories be a constitutional right it is our 
first duty to maintain it" 

Pending the discussion which ensued, Mr. Davis, at the 
suggestion of friends, modified his amendment from tintv 
to time, until it assumed the following shape : 

"Nor to introduce or exclude African Slavery. Pro 
vlded that nothing herein contained KhuU be construed m 
aa to prevent said Territorial I.egLclature from passing 
such laws aa may be necessary for the protection of tht^ 
rights of property of every kind which may have been« 
or nuty be nereafler, conformably to the Cunstltutio*^ 
of the United Slates, held in or introduced into said Terri- 
tory." 

To which, on the same day, Mr. Chase, of Ohio, offertrd 
the following amendment : 

" Provided fhrther, That nothing herein contained nhnll dc 
construed as authorizing or permitting the Introduodoit ut 
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4a very or Uie holding of persons as property within said Ter- 
liory.'' 

Upon these amendments — ^the one affirmix<g the Pro- 
ilarery, and the other the Anti-Slayery position, in oppo- 
dtloo to the right of the people of the Territories to de- 
cide the Slavery question for themselves— Mr. Douglas said: 

'* The position that I have ever taken has been, that this, 
and all other quest ious relating to, the domestic affairs and 
utmiostic policy of ihe Terriiorles, uiight to be left to the deci- 
sion of the people themselves ; and that we ought to be con- 
tent with whatever way thuy may decide the question, because 
ihtty have a much deeper Interest In these matters than we 
hive, aud know much better what iootliutions suit them than 
W(j, who have never been there, can decide for them. I would 
iherefipre have much preferred that that portion of the bill 
should have remained as it was reported from the (/Omnoittee 
Oil Territories, with no provision on the subject of Slavery, 
the one way or the other. And I do hope yet that that clause 
will be stricken out. I am satisfied, sir, that it gives no strength 
lo i.he bill. I am sati»ded, even if it did give strength to it, 
that it* ought not to be there, becaiue itiaa molation o/ princi- 
ple — a violation of that principle upon which we nave all 
rested o^r defense ot the course we have taken on this ques- 
tion. I do not see how ihose' of us who have taken the posi- 
tion we have taken — that of non-intervention— and have argued 
in favor of the right of the people to legislate for themselves 
on this question, can support such a provision without aban- 
doning all the arguments which we used in the Presidential 
campaign in the year 18 i8, and the principles set forth by the 
honorable Senator from Michigan (Mr. Uass) in that letter 
which la known as the ' Nicholson LeUer.' We are required 
to abandon that platform ; we are required to abandon those 
principles, aud to stultify ourselves, and to adopt the opposite 
doctrine — and for what r In order to say that the people of Hit 
Tf.rritoriee shall not have sudi iastituiioM aa tkeg MidU deem 
a'lj.pted to their condition and their tcanie. I do not see, sir, 
bow such a provision can be acceptable either to the people 
of ihe North or the iSouth." 

IJpon the question of how many inhabitants a Territory 
should contain before it should be formed into a political 
community with the rights of 8elf-goyermnent,41r. Doug- 
las said : 

*' The Senator from Mississippi puts the question to me as to 
what ntimber of people there must be in a Territory before 
this right to govern themselves accrues. Without determining 
the precise number, I will assume that tlie right ought to 
accrue to the people at the moment they have enough to con- 
stitute a government ; and, sir, the bill assumes that there are 
people enough there to require a government, and enough to 

authorize the people to govern themselves Your 

bill concedes that a representative government is necessary — 
a govertmient founded upon the principles of popular sove- 
reignty and the right of a people to enact their own laws ; and 
for tills reason you give them a Legislature composed of two 
branches, like the Legislatures of the different States and 
Territories of the Union. You confer upon them the right to 
legislate on 'all rightful subjects of legislation,' except 
negroes. Why except negroes? Why except African Sla- 
very ? If the inhabitants are competent to govern themj^lves 
upon all other subjects, and in reference to all other descrip- 
tions of property — if tliey are competent to make laws and 
determine the relations between husband and wife, and pa- 
rent and child, and municipal laws affecting the rights and 
property of citizens generally, they are competent also to 
make laws to govern themselves in relation to Slavery and 
negroes." 

With reference to the protection of propSrty in alavei, 
Mr. Douglas said: 

" I have a word to say to the honorable Senator from Mis- 
sissippi (Mr. Davis). Ue insists that I am not in favor of pro- 
tecting property, and tliat Iiis amendment is offered for the 
purpose of protecting property under the Constitution. Now, 
sir, I ask you what auihnriiy he has for assuming that ? Do I 
not desire to protect property because I wish to allow the 
people to pass such laws as they deem proper respecting 
their rights to property without any exception? He might 
' just as well say that I am opposed to protecting property in 
merchandise, in steamboats, in cattle, in real estate, as to say 
that I am opposed to protecting property of any other 
description ; for I desire to put them all on an equality, and 
allow the people to make their own laws in respect to the 
whole of them." 

Mr. Cass said (referring to tiie amendments offered by 
Mr. Davis and Mr. Chase) : 

"Now, with respect to the amendments. I shall vote 
against them both ; and ihr^n I shall vote in favor of striking 
out the restriction in .he bill upon the power of the Territorial 
governments. I shall do so upon this ground. I was opposed, 
as the honorable Senator f''om Kentucky has declared ne was, 
to the inserdon of this prohibition by the Committee. I con- 
sider it inexpedient and unconstitutional. I have already 
stated my belief that the rightful power of Internal legislation 
In the Territories bf'longs to the people." 

After further discussion the vote was taken by yeaa and 
nays on the amendment of Mr. Chase, and decided in the 
negative : Teas, 25 ; Nays, 80. The question recurring on 
the amendment of Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, it was also 
rejected: Yeas, 25; Nays, 80. Whereupon Mr, Sewari 
offered the following amendment : 

*' Nftither Slaverv nor involuntary servitude, otherwise 
th an by conviction for crime, shall ever be allowed in either 
of said Territories of IJtah and New Mexico.' 



Which wa« t ejected— Tms, 23; Nays, 88. 

After various other amendments had been offered and 
vot^d upon — all relating to the power of the Territorial 
Legislature over Slavery — Mr. Douglas moved to strike out 
all relating to African Slavery, so that the Territorial Le- 
gislature should have the same power over that question 
as over all other rightful subjects of legislation consistent 
with the Constitution — which amendment was rejected. 
After the rejection of this amendment, the discussion was 
rexiBwed with great abUity and depth of feeling in respect 
to the powers wliich the Territorial Legislature should ex- 
ercise upon the subject of Slavery. Various proposltiom 
were made, and amendments offered and rejected— all re- 
lating to this one controverted point — when Mr. Norris, of 
New-Hampshire, renewed the motion of Mr. Douglas, to 
strike out the restriction on the Territorial Legislature in 
respect to African Slavery. On the 8l8t of July tills 
amendment was adopted by a vote of 82 to 19— restoring 
this section of the bill to the form in wliich it was reported 
from the Committee on Territories on the 25th of March, 
and conferring on the Territorial Legislature power over 
" all rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the 
Constitution of the United States," uithout excepting 
African iUtivery. 

Thus terminated this great struggle in the affirmance of 
the principle, as the basis of the Compromise Measures of 
1850. so far as they related to the organization of the Ter- 
ritories, that the people of the Territories should decide 
the Slavery qitestion/or t/iemselves through the action 
of their Territorial Legislature. 

This controverted question ha-ring been definitely set- 
tled, the Senate proceeded on the same day to conrider the 
other portions of the bill, and after striking out all except 
those provisions which provided for the organization of the 
Territory of Utah, ordered the bill to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and on the next day — August 1, 1850 — ^the 
bill was read a third time, and passed. 

On the 14th of August the bill for the organization of the 
Territory of New-Mexico was taken up, and amended so 
as to conform fully to thenrovisions of the Utah Act in re- 
spect to the power of th^rerritorial Legislature over " aU 
rightfiil subjects of legislation consistent with the Consti- 
tution," without excepting African Slavery, and was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading without a divi- 
sion ; and on the next day the bill was passed— Yeas, 27 ; 
Nays, 10. 

These two bills were sent to the House of Representa- 
tives, add passed that body without any alteration in re- 
spect to the power of the Territorial Legislatures over the 
subject of Slavery, and were approved by President Kill- 
more, September 9, 1850. 

In 1852, when the two great political parties — ^Whig and 
Democratic— into which the cotmtry was then divided, as- 
sembled in National Convention at Baltimore for the pur- 
pose of nominating candidates for the Presidency and 
Vice-Presidency, each Convention adopted and affirmed 
the principles embodied in the Compromise Measures of 
185u as rtiles of action by which they wotUd be governed in 
all future cases in the organization of Territorial govern- 
ments and the admission of new States. 

On the 4th of January, 1S54, the Committee on Territo- 
ries, of the Senate, to which had been referred a bill for 
the organization of the Territory of Nebraska, reported 
the bill back, with an amendment, in the form of a substi- 
tute for the entire bill, which, with some modifications, is 
now known on the statute book as the " Kansas-Nebraska 
Act," accompanied by a Report explaining the principles 
upon which it was proposed to orgsuiize those Territories, 
as follows : 

** The principal amendments which your Committee deem it 
their duty to commend to the favorable action of the Senate, In 
a special report, are those in which the principles established 
by the Compromise Measures of 1850, so (ar as they are appli- 
cable to territorial organizations, are proposed to be affirmed 
and carried into practical operation within the limits of the 
new Territory. The wisdom of those measures Is attested, 
not less by their salutary and beneficial effects In allaying sec- 
tional agitation and restoring peace and harmony to an irri- 
tated and distracted people, tham by the cordial and almost 
universal approbation with which^they have been received and 
sanctioned by the whole country. 

" In the judgment ef your Committee, those measures wero 
intended to have a far more comprenensive and enduring 
effect than the mere adjustment of the difficulties ariahig out 
of the recent acquisition of Mexican territory. They were de- 
signed to establish certain great principles, which would not 
only furnish adequate remedies for exlstlDg evils, but, in «U 
time to come, avoid the perils of a similar agitation, by with- 
drawing the question of Shivery from the Halls of Congress 
and the political arena, and commtiting it to the arbitrament ox 
those who were immedlatelyinterested in and alone respoasi* 
ble for its consequences. With a view of conforming their 
action to the settled policy of the Government, sanctioned by 
the approving voice ex the American people, your ComBoittec 
have deemed it their duty to incorporate and perpetuate, ii 
their territorial bill, the principles and spirit of thorn 
measures." 
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After presenting and reviewing certain proviaiona of the 
bill, the Ck>mmitte6 conclude as foUowi* : 

" From these provteions it is apparent that the Compromise 
Measures of 1860 afllrm and rest upon the following propo- 
sitions: 

" ' FirsL—TYuA all questions pertahilng to Slavery in the 
Territories, and in the new States to be formed therefrom, are 
to be left to the decision of the people residing therein, by 
their appropriate representatives to be chosen by them for 
that purpose. 

'' ' Second.— Thai all cases involving title to slaves and ques- 
tions of personal freedom, are referred to the adjudication of 
the local tribunals, with the right of appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

'' ' TAird.— That the provision of the Constitution of the 
United States in respect to fugitives fh>m service, is to be car- 
ried into fhithful execution in all the organized Territories, the 
same as In the States. The substitute for the bill which your 
Conamittee have prepared, and which is commended tu the 
^vorable aodon of the Senate, proposes to carry these pro- 

Eosltions and principles Into practical operation, la the precise 
mguage of the Compromise Measures of 18SU.' " 

By reference to thai section of the " Eansas^Nebraska 
Act " as it now stands on the statute book, which pre- 
scribed and defined the power of the Territorial Legisla- 
ture, it will be seen that it is, " in the precise language of 
the Compromise Measures of 1850." extending the legis- 
lative power of the Territory " to all rightful subjects of 
legislation consistent with the Constitution," without ex- 
cepting African Slavery. 

It having been suggested, with some plausibility, during 
the discussion of the bill, that the act of Congress of 
March 6, 1820, prohibiting Slavery north of the parallel 
of 86' 80' would deprive the people of the Territory of the 
power of regulating the Slavery question to suit themselves 
while they should remain in a Territorial condition, and be- 
fore they should have the requisite population to entitle 
th<!m to admission into the Union as a State, an amend- 
ment was prepared by the Chairman of the Committee, 
and incorporated into the bill to remove this obstacle to the 
free exercise of the principle of popular sovereignty in the 
Territory, wldle it remained in a Territorial condition, by 
repealing the said act of Congress, and declaring the 
true intent and meaning of aU the firiends of the bill in 
these words : 

" That the Constitutton and all laws of the United States 
which are not locally inapplicable, shall have the same force 
and effect within the Territory as elsewhere within the United 
States, except the eighth secUon of the act preparatory to the 
admission or Missouri into the Union, approved March 6, 1820, 
which being inconsistent with the principle of non^interven- 
tioa by Congress with Slavery in the States and Territories, as 
recognized by the legislation of 18S0, commonly called the 
* Compromise Measures,' is hereby declared inoperative and 
void — Ubetng the true intent and meaning of thu CM not to legie- 
late SbKcerytnto anu Territmy or State, nor to exduda it there- 
from, but to leave the people uiereo/ per/eetly free to form, and 
reg'tlate their domettie instiiutiow in tkeir own tvay, tubject oi^ 
to the ContHtution of the United StaUe. 

To which was added, on motion of Mr. Badger, the fol- 
lowing: 

" Providedy That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to revive or put in force anv law or regulation which 
miy have existed prior ts the act of the sixth of March, 1830, 
either protecting, establishing, of abolishing slavery." 

In this form, and with this distinct nnderstanding of its 
"* true intent and meaning," the bill paai cd the two houaes 



of Congress, and became the law of the land by the ap- 
proval of the President, May 8m, 1854. 

In 1856, the Democratic party, assembled in National 
Convention at Cincinnati, declared by a unanimous veto 
of the delegates from every State in the Union, that — 

** The American Democracy recognize and adopt the prin- 
ciples contained In the organic laws establishing the Terri- 
tories of Kansas and Nebraska as embodying the only sound 
and safe solution of the 'Slavery question,' upon which the 
great national idea of the people of this whole country can 
repose in its determined conservatism of the Union — non- 
interference by Congress with Slavery m State and Territory, 
or iu the District of Columbia : 

" That this was the basis of the Compromises of 1890, con- 
firmed by both the Democratic and Whig parties in National 
Conventions— ratified by the people in the election of 18&2 — 
and rightly applied to the organization of the Territories in 
1854 ; That by the uniform application of this Democratic 
principle to the organization of Territories and to the admis- 
sion of new States, with or without domestic Slavery as they 
may elect, the equal rights of all will be preserved intact— the 
original compacts of the Constitution niaintained inviolate — 
— and the perpetuity and expansion of this Union insured to 
its utmost capacity of embracing in peace and harmony any 
future American State that may be constituted or annexed 
with a Republican form of government." 

In accepting the nomination of this Convention, Mr. 
Buchanan, in a letter dated Jane 16, 1856, said: 

'* The agitation on the question of domestic Slavery has too 
long distracted and divided the people of this Union, and 
alienated their affections from each other. This agitation has 
assumed many forms since its commencement, but it now 
seems to be directed chiefly to the Territories ; and judging 
from its present character, I think we may safely anticipate 
that it is rapidly approaching a 'finality.' The recent legis- 
lation of Congress respecting domestic Slavery, derived, as It 
has been, from the original and pure fountain of legitimate 
political power, the will of the majority, promises, ere long, 
to allay the dangerous excitement. This legislation is foimded 
upon principles as ancient as free goveronient itself, and in 
accordance with them has shnply declared that the people of a 
Territory, like those of a Siate, ahail decide for themedicet 
tchether Slaveiy shall or dutll not eacigt uithin their limits." 

This exposition of the history of these measures shows 
conclusively that the authors of the Compromise Measures 
of 1850, and of the Kansas-Nebraska Act of 1854, as well 
as the members of the Continental Congress of 1774, and 
the founders of our system of government subsequent to 
the Revolution, regarded the people of the Territories and 
Colonies as political communities which were entitled to a 
free and exclusive power of legislation in their Provincial 
Legislatures, where their representation could alone be 
preserved, in all cases of taxation and internal polity. 
This right pertains to the people collectively as a law- 
abiding and peaceful community, and not to the isolated 
individuals who may wander upon the public domain in 
violation of law. It can only be exercised where there are 
inhabitanta sufficient to constitute a government, and ca- 
pable of performing its various functions and duties — & 
fact to be ascertained and determined by Congress. 
Whether the number shall be fixed at ten, fifteen or 
twenty thousand inhabitants does not affect the principle. 

The principle, under our political system, is t?uit every 
disHnoi polUioal Convrmmity^ loyal to the Constitution 
CMd ths UfUofiy is entitled to ail the riffJUa, privileges, 
and immunities of sel/-govemm>ent in reaped to their 
local coticema and internal polity, subject only to th4 
Ckmstitution of the United States. 
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SPEECH OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN, OF HiLINOlS. 

Delivered at the Cooper Institute, Monday^ Feb. 27, 1860. 



Mb. Pbkbidbnt jlks FicLLOw-Crrizmfs of Nbw-Tork: 
The facts with which I shall deal this evening are mainly 
old and familiar ; nor is there anything new in the gene- 
ral use I shall make of them. If there shall beany 
novelty, it will be in the mode of presenting the facts, 
and Uie inferences and observations following that 
presentation. 

In his speech, last autamn, at Colambos, Ohio, as 
reported in '' The New York Times,*' Senator Douglas 
said : 

*• Our fathers, when they framed the Government un- 
der which we live, understood this question just as well, 
and even better than we do now." 

I fliily indorse this, and I adopt it as a text for this 
discourse. I so adopt it because it furnishes a precise 
and an agreed starting point for a discussion between 
Republicans and that wing of Democracy headed by 
Senator D 'Uglas. It simply leaves the inquiry : *^ What 
was the understanding those fathers had of the question 
mentioned ?" 

What b the frame of Government under which we 
Uve? 

The answer must be : " The Constitution of the United 
States " That Constitution consists of the original, 
framed in 1787 (and under which the present Govern- 
ment first went into operation), and twelve subsequently 
framed amendments, the first ten of which were framed 
In 1789. 

Who were our fathers that framed the Constitution? 
I suppose the " thirty -nine" who signed the original 
instrument may be fairly called our fathers who framed 
that part of the present Government. It is almost 
exactly true to say they framed it, and it is altogetlier 
true to say they fairly represented the opinion and sen- 
timent of the whole nation at that time. Their names, 
being familiar to nearly all, and accessible to quite all, 
need not now be repeated. 

I take these " thirty-nine," for the present, as being 
"our fatheis who framed the Government under which 
we live." 

What is the question which, according to the text, 
those fathers understood just as well, and even belter 
than we do now ? 

It is this: Does the proper division of local from 
federal authority, or anything in the Constitution, forbid 
our Federal Government to control as to Slavery In our 
Federal Territories? 

Upon this, Dougla-4 holds the affirmative, and Republi- 
cans the negative. This affirmative and denial fo.m an 
issue; and this issue— this question — is precisely what 
the text declares our fathers understood better than we. 
■ Let us now inquire whether the ** thirty-nine," or any 
of them, ever acted upon this question ; and if they did, 
how they acted upon it— how they expressed that bet- 
ter understanding. 

In 17S4 — three years before the Constitution — the 
United States then owning the Northwestern Territory, 
and no other— the Congress of the Confederation had 
before them the question of prohibiting Slavery In that 
Territory ; and four of the *' thirty-nine," who afterward 
framed the Constitution were in that Congress, and 
voted on that question. Of these, Roger Sherman, 
Thomas Mifflin, and Hugh Williamson voted for the 
prohibition -thus showing that, in their understanding, 
no line dividing local from federal authority, nor anything 
else, properly fo.bade the Federal Government to con- 
trol as to iilavery in Federal Territory. The other of the 
four -James Mcllenry — voted against the prohibition, 
showing that, for some cause, he thought it improper to 
vote for it. 



In 1787, still before the Constitution, bat while the 
Convention was in session framing it, and while the 
Northwestern Territory still was the only Territory 
owned by the United States— the same question of pro- 
hibiting Slavery In the Ten-itory again came before the 
Congress of the Confederation ; and three more of the 
" thirty-nine" who afterward signed the Constitution, 
were in that Congress, and voted on the question. They 
were William Blount, William Few and Abraham Bald- 
win ; and they all voted for the prohibition— thus show 
Ing that, in their understanding, no hue dividing local 
from federal authority, nor anything else, properly 
forbids the Federal Government to control as to Slavery 
in federal territory. This time the ]>rohibition became 
a law, being part of what is now well known as tbe 
Ordinance of ^87. 

The question of federal control of Slavery in the Ter- 
ritories, seems not to have been directly before the 
Convention which framed the original Constitution ; and 
hence it is not recorded that the " thirty-nine," or any 
of them, while engaged on that instrument, expressed 
any opinion on that precise question. 

In 1739, by the first Congress which sat under the 
Constitution, an act was passed to enforce the Ordinance 
of '87, including the prohibition of Slavery in the North- 
western Territory. The bill for this act was reported by 
one of the '* thirty-nine," Thomas Fitzsimmons, then a 
member of the House of Representatives fiom Pennsyl- 
vania. It went tlirough all its stages wUhout a word of 
opposition, and fkially passed both branches without 
yeas and nays, which is equivalent to a unanimous 
passage. In this Congress there were sixteen of the 
*' thirty nine'* fathers who framed the original Constita- 
tlon. They were John Langdon, Nicholas Oilman, Wm. 
S. Johnson, Roger Sherman, Robert Morris, Thomas 
Fitsslmmons, William Few, Ab.-aham Baldwin, Rnfus 
King, William Patterson, George Clymer, Richard Bas- 
sett, George Read, Pierce Butler, Daniel Carroll, James 
Madison. 

This shows that, in their understanding, no line 
dividing local from federal authority, nor anything in 
the Constitution, properly forbade Congress to prohibit 
Slaver^' In the federal territory ; else both their fidelity 
to correct principle, aud their oath to support the Con- 
stitution, would have constrained them to oppose the 
prohibition. 

Again, George Washington, another of the ** thirty- 
nine," was then President of the United States, and, as 
such, approved and signed the bill, thus completing its 
validity as a law, and thus showing that, in his undar- 
Btanding, no line dividing local from federal authority, 
nor anything in the Constitution, forbade the Federal 
Government, to control lis to Slavery in federal terri- 
tory. 

No great while after the adoption of the original 
Constitution, North Carolina ceded to the Federal 
Government the country now constituting the State of 
Tennessee ; and a few years later Georgia ceded tJiat 
which now constitutes the States of Mississippi and Ala- 
bama. In both deeds of cession it was made a condition 
by the ceding States that the Federal Government 
should not prohibit Slavery in the ceded country. 
Besides this. Slavery was then actually in the ceded 
country. Under these circumstances, Congress, on 
taking charge of these countries, did not absolutely 
prohibit Slavery within them. But they did interfere 
with it— take control of it— even there, to a certain 
extent. In 1793, Cong, ess organized the Territory of 
Mississippi. In the act of organic vtion they prohibited 
the bringmg of Slaves Into tlie Te.-ritory, from any place 
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irithout the United States, by fine, and caving freedom 
to slaves so brought. This act passed both branches of 
CongredD wtihout yeas and nays. In that Congress 
were three of the ** thirt.y*nine" who framed the original 
Constitution They were John Langdon, George Uead 
and Abraham Baldwin. They all, probably, voted for 
it. CerUiiuly ttiey would have placed their opposition 
to it upon record, if, in their understanding, any line 
dividing local from federal authority, or anything In the 
Constitution, prope.ly forbade the Federal Government 
to control as to blavery In federal territory. 

In IbU^i, tiie Federal Goveruiueut purchased the Louisi- 
ana country. Our former territorial acquisitions came 
from cerum of our own States; but this Louisiana 
country was acquired from a foreign nation. In 1804, 
Ctongress gave a Territorial organisation to that part of 
It which now cunstiiutes ilie State of Louisiana. New 
Orleans, lying witliin tuat part, was an old and coinpara- 
tiveiy large city. There were other considerable towns 
and seiilemeiiis, and Siavery was extensively and 
thoroughly intermingled with tiie people. Congress did 
not, in tlie Territorial Act, proliil)ic Siavery ; but tliey 
did interfere} with it-^talce contiul uf it — iu a more marlced 
and extensive way than they did in the case of Mississippi. 
The substance of tlie provision tlierein made, iu relation 
to slaves, was : 

First. TiiHt no slave should be imported Into the Ter- 
ritory from foreign parts. 

Second. Tliat no slave should be carried into it who 
had beeu iiii ported into the United States since the first 
day of May, 179S. 

Third. Tiiat no slave shall be carried into it except by 
the owner, and for his own use as a settler; the penalty 
in ail the ca;$es being a fine upon tlie violator of tiie law, 
and freedom to the slave. 

This act also was pasaed without yeas atid nays. In 
the Congress which passed it, ttiere were two of the 
*' thirty-nine.*' They were Abraham Baldwin and Jona- 
than Dayton. As stated in trie case of Mississippi, it is 
probable ihey both voted for it. Ttiey would not have 
allowed it to pass without recording their oppoaition to 
it, if, in their under.>tauding, it violated either the line 
proper dividing local from federal autliority or any pro- 
vision of the Constitution. . 

in 181d-2 1, came and passed the Missouri question 
Many voles were tatcen, by yeas and nays, in botii 
branches of Congress, upon the various pliases of the 
general quc^ition. Two of the '* tiurty-nine" — Kufus King 
and Charles Piockncy — were members of that Congress. 
Mr. King steadily voted for Slavery prohibition an>l 
against all compromises, wlhle Mr. Pmckney as steadily 
voted ag iinst SUvery prohibition and against all compro- 
mises. )iy tills Mr. King showed that, in his undertttaad- 
ing, no line dividing local from federal authority, nor 
anything in the Constitution, was violated by Congress 
prohibitiUi( Slavery in federal teriitory ; while Mr. Pinclc- 
ney, by his votes, showed tliat in his understanding there 
was sufficient reason for opposing such prohibition in 
that case. 

The cases I have mentioned are tiie only acts of the 
'* thirty-nine," or of any of them, upon the direct issue, 
which I have been able to discover. 

To enumerate the persons who thus acted, as being four 
In 1784, three in ITaT, seventeen In 17S9, three in 1798, 
two in 1804, and two in.l8l9-20— there would be thirty- 
one of them. But this womd be counting John Langdon, 
Rogef Sherman, William Few, Rufus King, and George 
Read, each twice, and Abraham Baldwin four times. The 
true number of those of the * thirty-nine" whom I have 
Kliown to have acted upon the question, which, by the 
text they understood better than we, is twenty-three, 
leaving tiixteeu not shown to have acted upon it in any 
way. 

Here, then, we have twenty<three out of our "thirty- 
nine" fathers wito framed tlie Government under which 
we live, who have, uptm their official responsibility and 
their corporal oaths, acted upon the very question which 
the text affirms they ■* understood Just as well, and even 
better than we do now ;" and twenty-one of them — a 
dear majority of the wliole " thirty-nine" — so acting up- 
on it as to make them guilty of gross political Impropriety, 
and willful perjury, if, in their understanding, any proper 
division between local and federal authority, or anything 
iu the Constitution they tiad made themselves, and sworn 
to support, forbade the Federal Government to control as 
to Slavery iu the federal territories. Thus the twenty- 
one acted ; and, as actions speak louder than words, so 
actions under such responsibility speak still louder. 

Two of the twenty-three voted against Congressional 
prohibition of Slavery in the federal Territories in the in- 
■lances in which they acted upon the question. But for 
what reason they so voted Is not known. They may have 
done so because they thought a proper division of local 
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from federal authority, or some provision or princlplo of 
the Consiiiutlon, stood in the way ; or they may, without 
any such questron,-have voted against the prohibition, on 
what appeared to them to be sufficient g. ounds of expe- 
diency. No one who has sworn to support the Constitn- 
tion, can conscientiously vote for what he understands to 
be an unconstitutional measure, however expedient hf 
may th>nk It ; but one may and ought to vote against a 
measure which he deems constitutional, if, at the saiue 
time, he deems it inexpedient. It, tlierefore, would be 
unsafe to set down even the two who voted ag<tinst the 
prohibition, as having done so because, in their under- 
standing, any proper division of local from federal au- 
thority, or anything in the Constitution forbade the 
Federal Government to control as to Slavery in federal 
territory. 

The remaining sixteen of the " thirty-nine," so far as I 
have discovered, have left no record of their understand- 
ing upon the direct question of the control of Slavery in 
the federal tciritories. But there is much reason to be- 
lieve that their understanding upon that question would 
not have appeared diiferent from that of their twenty- 
three compeers, had it been manifested at alL 

For the purpose of adhering rigidly to the text, I have 
purposely omitted whatever understanding may have 
beeu manifested, by any person, however distinguished, 
other than the thirty-nine fathers who framed the original 
Constitution ; and, for the same reason, I have also omit- 
ted whatever undci-standing may have been manifested 
by any of the *' thirty nine" even, on any other phase of 
the gene.al question of Slavery. If we should look Into 
Uieir acts and declarations on those other phases, as the 
foreign slave-trade, and the morality and policy of 
Slavery genCi ally, it would appear to us that on* the di- 
rect question of federal control of Slavery in federal 
territories, the sixteen, if they had acted at all, would 
probably have acted just as tlie twenty-three did. 
Among tliat sixteen were several of the most noted anti- 
slave, y men of those times— as Dr. Franklin, Alexander 
Hamilton, and Gouverneur Morris — while there was not 
one now known to have been otherwise, tmlessit may be 
John Uutledge, of South Carolina. 

The sum of the whole is, that of our " tWrty-nine" 
fathers who framed the original Constitution, twenty- 
one — a clear majority of the whole— certainly understood 
that no proper division of local from federal authority 
nor any part of the Constitution, forbade the Federal 
Government to control Siavery in the federal territories, 
while ail the rest probably had the same understanding. 
Such, unquestionably, was tlie undet^standing of our 
fathers who framed the original Constitution; and the 
text affirms that they understood the question better 
than we. 

But, so far, I have been considering the understanding 
of the question manifested by the f.amers of the original 
Constitution. In and by the original instrument, a mode 
was provided foi* amending it; and, as I have already 
stated, the present frame of Government under which 
we live consists of that original, and twelve amendatory 
articles framed and adopted since. Those who now insist 
tliat federal control of Slavery in federal territories vio- 
lates tiie Constitution, point us to the provisions which 
they suppose it thus violates ; and, as I understand, they 
all fix upon provi&lons in these amendatory articles, and 
not in the original instrument. The Supreme Court, in 
the Dred Scott case, plant themselves upon the fifth 
amendment, which provides that '* no person shall be de 
prived of property without due process of law ;" while 
Senator Douglas and his peculiar adherents plant them-, 
selves upon the tenth amendment, providing that ** the 
powers not arranted by the Constitution, are reserved to 
the States respectively, and to the people." 

Now, it so liappens that these amendments were framed 
b^ the first Congress which sat under tht Constitution— 
the identical Congress wtiiot passed the act already men- 
tioned, enforcing the prohibition of Slavery in the north- 
western Territory. Not only was it the same Congress, 
but they were the Identical, same individual men, who, 
at the same session, and at the same time within the ses- 
sion, had under consideration, and in progress toward 
maturity, these Constitutional amendments, and this act 
prohibiting Slavery in all the Territory the nation then 
owned. The Constitutional amendments were introduced 
before, and passed after the act enforcing the Ordinance, 
of '87 ; so that during the whole pendency of the act to 
enforce the ordinance, the Constitulional amendments 
were also pending 

That Congress, consisting in all of seventy-six mem- 
bers, including sixteen of tlie framers of the original Con- 
stitution, as before stated, were prcetninently our fathers 
who framed that part of the Government under which we 
live, which, is now claimed as forbidding the Federal 
Government to control Slavery In the Federal Territoriea 
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It it not a little presumptuous In any one at this day to 
affirm that the two things %hich that Congress deliber- 
ately framed, and carried to maturity at the same time, 
are absolutely inconsistent with each other f And does 
not such affirmation become impudently absurd when 
coupled with the other Hffirmatlon, from the same mouth, 
that those who did ttie two tilings alleged to be inconsis- 
tent understood whether they really were inconsistent 
better than we — better than he who affirms that they are 
iucunsistent ? 

It is surely safe to assume that the ** thirty 'Uine " 
frjimers of tlie original Constitution, and the seventy-six 
members of the Congress which framed the amendments 
thereto, talcen togetlier, do certainly include those who 
may be fairly called ** our fathers who flramed the Gov- 
ernment under which we live." And so assuming, I 
defy any man to show that any one of them ever, in his 
Wiiule life, declared that, in his understanding, any 
proper division of local from federal authority, or any 
part of the Constitution, forbade the Federal Govern- 
ment to control us to Slavery in the federal territories. 
I go a step further. I defy any one to show that any 
living man in the whole world ever did, prior to the be- 
ginning of the present century (and I might almost say 
prior to the beginning ot. the last half of the present cen- 
tury) declare that, m his understanding, any proper 
division of local from federal authority, or any part of 
the Oonstituti«m, forbade the Federal Government to 
control as to Slavery in the federal territories. To those 
who now so declare, I give, not only ** our fathers who 
framed the Government under wliich we live." but with 
them ail other living men within the century in which it 
w.is framed, among whom to search, and they shall not be 
able to iiua the evidence of a single man agreeing with 
tiieiM. 

Now, and here, let me guard a little against being mis- 
jnderstood. I do not mean to say we are bound to follow 
implicitly in whatever our fathers did. To do so, would be 
to discard all the lights ot current experience — to reject 
all progress — all improvement. What I do say is, that if 
we would supplant the opinions and policy of our fathers 
in any case, we should do so upon evidence so conclusive, 
and argument so clear, that even their great authority, 
fairiy considered and weighed, cannot stand ; and most 
surely not in a case whereof we ourselves declare they 
understood the question better than we. 

If any man, at this day, sincerely believes that a 
proper division of local from federal authority, or any 
part of the Constitution, forbids the Federal Government 
to control as to Slavery in the federal territories, he is 
riglit to say so, and to enforce his position by all truthful 
evidence and fair argument which lie can. But he has no 
right to mislead others, who have less access to history 
and less leisure to study it, into the false belief that " our 
fathers, who framed the Government under which we 
live,*' were of the same opinion— thus substituting false- 
hood and deception for truthful evidence and fair argu- 
ment. If any man at this day sincerely believes **our 
fathers, who framed the Government under which we 
live," used and applied principles, in other cases, which 
ought to have led them to understand that a proper 
division of local from federal authority or some part of the 
Constitution, forbids the federal government to control 
as to Slavery in the Federal Territories, he is right to say 
so. But he should, at the same time, brave the responsi- 
bility of declaring tliat, iu his opinion, he understands 
Uieir principles better than they did themselves ; and 
especially should he not shirk that responsibility by as- 
seiting tliat they ** understood the question Just as well, 
and even better, than we do now." 

But enough. Let all who believe that ** onr fathers, 
who framed the Government under which we live, under- 
stood the question Just as well, and even better, than we 
do now," speak as they spoke, and act as they acted upon 
it. This is all Republicans ask— all Republicans desire- 
in relation to Slavery. As those fathers marked it. so let 
it be again marked, as an evil not to be extended, but to be 
tolerated and protected only because of and so far as its 
actual presence among us makes that toleration and pro- 
tection a necessity. Let all the guaranties those fathers 
gave it, be not grudgingly, but fully and fairly, main- 
tained. For this Republicans contend, and with this, so 
4ir as I know or believe, they wll be content. 

And now, if they would listen, as I suppose they will 
not, I would address a few words to the southern peo- 
ple. 

I would say to them : Ton consider yoorselves a reason- 
able and a Just i>eople ; and I consider that in the general 
qualities of reason and Justice you are not Inferior to any 
other people. Still, when you speak of us Republicans, 
you do so only to denounce us as reptiles, or, at the best, 
»8 no better than outlaws. You will grant a hearing to 
pirates or murderers, but nothing like it to ** Black Repub- 



licans." In all your contentions with one another, each 
of you deems an unconditional condemnation of ** BlacK 
Republicanism" as the first thing to be attended to. In- 
deed such condemnation of us seems to be an indhipenaa- 
ble prerequisite — license, so to speak, among you to te ad- 
mitted or pennitted to speak at alL 

Now, can you, or nofc, be prevailed upon to pause and to 
consider whether this is quite juat to us, or even to your- 
selves ? 

Bring forward your charges and specifications, and then 
be patient long enough to hear us deny or justify. 

You say we are sectional. We deny it. Thai makes aa 
issue : and the burden of proof is upon you. You pro- 
duce your proof; and what is it? Why, that our party 
has no existence in your section — gets no votes in your 
section. The fact is substanthilly true ; but does it prove 
the issue? If It does, then in case we should, without 
change of principle, begin to get votes in your section, we 
should thereby cease to be sectional. You cannot escape 
this conclusion; and yet, are you willing to abide by it? 
If you are, you will probably soon find that we havo 
ceased to be sectional, for we shall get votes in your sec- 
tion this very year. You will then begin to discover, as 
the truth plainly is, that your proof does not touch the 
issue. The fact that we get no votes 'in your section is a 
fact of your making, and not of ours. And if there be 
fault in that fact, that fault is primarily yours, and re- 
mains so until you show that we repel you by some wrong 
principle or practice. If we do repel you by any wrong 
principle or practice, the fault is ours ; but this brings you 
to where you ought to have started — to a discussion of the 
right or wrong of our principle. If our principle, put in 
practice, would wrong your section for the benefit of ours, 
or for any other object, then our principle, and we with it, 
are sectional, and are justly opposed and denounced as 
such. Meet us, then, on the question of whether our prin- 
ciple, put in pi actlce, would wrong your section ; and so 
meet it aa if it were possible that something may be said 
on our side. Do you accept the challenge ? No ? Then 
you really believe that the principle which our fathers who 
framed the Government under which we live thought so 
clearly right as to adopt it, and indorse it again and 
ag^, upon their official oaths, Is, in fact, so clearly 
wrong as to demand your condemnation without a mo- 
ment's consideration. 

Some of you delight to flaunt In our faces the warning 
against sectional parties given by Washington In hi'. 
Farewell Address. Less than eight years before Wash- 
ington gave that wamtng he had, as President of the 
United States, approved and signed an act of Congress en- 
forcing the proMbition of Slavery In the northwestern Terri- 
tory, which act embodied the policy of the Government 
upon that subject, up to and at the very moment he 
penned that warning ; and about one year after he d**«?'w»3 
it he wrote Lafayette, that he considered that ^k vninltlon 
a wise measure, expressing In the same connection his 
hope that we should sometime have a confederacy of free 
States. 

Bearing this- In mind, and seeing that sectionalism has 
since arisen upon this same subject, is that warning a 
weapon in your hands against us, or, In our hands, against 
you? Could Washington himself speak, would he cast the 
blame of that sectionalism upon us, who sustain his policy, 
or upon you, who repudiate it? We respect that warning 
of Washington, and we commend it to you, together with 
his example pointing to the right application of it. 

But you say you are conservative — eminently conserva- 
tive — while we are revolutionary, destructive, •r some- 
thing of the sort. What Is conservatism ? Is It not ad- 
herence to the old and tried, against the new and untried ? 
We stick to, contend for, the Identical old policy on the 
point in controversy which was adopted by our fathers 
who framed the Government under which we live ; while 
you, with one accord, r^ect, and scout, and spit upon that 
old policy, and insist upon substituting something new. 
True, you disagree among yourselves as to what that sub- 
stitute shall bei You have considerable variety of new 
proportions and plans, but you are unanimous in rejecting 
and denouncing the old policy of the fathers. Some of 
you are for reviving the foreign slave-trade ; some for a con- 
gresrional slave-code for the Territories; some for Con- 
gress forbidding the Territories to prohibit Slavery within 
their limits ; some for malntsdiidng Slavery In the Territo- 
ries through the judiciary ; some for the " gur-reat pur-rln- 
ciple" that " if one man would enslave another, no third 
person should object," fantastically called " Popular So- 
vereignty:" but never a man among you In favor of fede 
ral prohibition of Slavery In Federal Territories, according 
to the practice of our fathers who framed the Govemmeol 
under which we live. Not one of all your various plant 
can show a precedent or an advocate In thu century with 
in which our Government originated. Consider, Hmd. 
whether your claim of conservatism for yours^vet, ani 
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jovLT charge of destracUvenets against us, are baaed on 
tbe most clear and stable foundations. 

Again, you say we have made the Slavery question 
aore prominent than it formerly was. We deny it. We 
admit that it is more prominent, but we deny tliat we 
made It bo. It was not we, but you, who discarded the 
aid policy of the fathe.s. We resisted, and still resist, 
youi- innovation ; and thence comes the greater proml- 
nence of the question. Would you have that question re- 
duced to it« former proportions ? Go back to that old 
policy. What has been will be again, under the same 
conditions. If you would have the peace of the old 
times, re-adopt the precepts and policy of the old times. 
You charge that we stir up insuiTections among your 
slaves. We deny it ; and what is your proof? Uarper^s 
Verry ! John Brown t John Brown was no Republican ; 
and you have failed to implicate a single Republican in 
his Uarper^s Ferry enterprise. If any member of our 
partj Is guilty in that matter, you know it, or you do not 
know it. If you do know it, you are inexcusable to not 
designate the man, and prove the fa<;t. If you do not 
know it, you are inexcusable to assert it, and especially 
to persist in the assertion after you have tried and failed 
to make the proof. You need not be told that persisting 
in a charge which one does not know to be true, ia sim- 
ply a malicious slander. 

Some of you admit that no Republican designedly 
aided or encouraged the Harper's Ferry affair ; but still 
insist that our doctrines and declarations necessarily 
lead to such results. We do not believe it. We know 
we hold to no doctrine, and make no declarations, which 
were not held to and made by our fathers who framed 
the Government under which we live. You never dealt 
fairly by us in relation to this affair. When It occurred, 
aome important State elections were near at hand, and 
you were in evident glee with the belief that, by charg- 
ing the blame upon us, you could get an advantage of us 
in those elections. The elections came, and your ex- 
pectations were not quite fulfilled. £very Republican 
man knew that, as to himself at least, your charge was a 
slander, and he was not much inclined by it to cast his 
vote in your favor. Republican doctrines and declara- 
tions are accompanied with a continual protest against 
any interference whatever with your slaves, or with you 
about your slaves. Surely, this does not encourage them 
to revolt. True, we do, in common with our fathers, who 
framed the Government under which we live, declare 
oar belief that Slavery is wrong ; but the slaves do not 
hear us declare even this. For anything we say or do, 
the slaves would scarcely know there is a Republican 
party. I believe they would not, in fact, generally know 
it but for your misrepresentations of us, in their hearing. 
In your political contests among yourselves, each fac- 
tion charges the other with sympathy with Black Re- 
publicanism ; and then, to give point to the charge, 
defines Black Republicanism to simply be insurrection, 
blood and thunder among the slaves. 

Slave insurrections are no more common now than 
they were before the Republican party was organized. 
What induced the Southampton insurrection, twenty- 
ei^ht years ago, in which, at least, three times as many 
lives were lost as at Harper's Ferry ? You can scarcely 
stretch your very elastic fancy to the conclusion that 
Southampton was got up by Black Republicanism. In 
the present state of thin^ in the United States, I do not 
think a general, or even a very extensive slave insurrec- 
tion, is possible. The indispensable concert of action 
cannot be attained. The slaves have no means of rapid 
communication ; nor can incendiary free men, black or 
white, supply it. The explosive materials are every- 
where in parcels ; but there neither are, nor can be sup- 
plied, the indispensable connecting trains. 

Much is said by Southern people about the affection of 
slaves for their masters and mistresses ; and a part of it, 
at least, is true. A plot for an uprising could scarcely be 
devised and communicated to twenty individuals before 
seme one of them, to save the life of a favorite master or 
mistress, would divulge it. This is the rule; and the 
slave-revolution in Hayti was not an exception to it, but a 
case occurring under peculiar circumstances. The gun- 
powder plot of British liistory,- though not connected with 
alavea, was more in point. In that case, only about twenty 
were admitted to the secret ; and yet one of them, in his 
anxiety to save a friend, betrayed the plot to that friend, 
and, by consequence, averted the calamity. Occasional 
poisonings from the kitchen, and open or stealthy assassi- 
nations in the field, and local revolts extending to a score 
or so, will continue to occur as the natural results of Sla- 
very ; but no general insurrection of slaves, as I think, can 
happen in this country for a long Ume. Whoever much 
fears, or much hopes, for such an event, will be alike dis- 
appointed. 
Ix tbe language of Mr. Jefferson, uttered many years 



ago, " it is still in our power to direct the process of eman- 
cipation, and deportation, p^eably, and in such slow 
degrees, as that the evil will wear off insensibly ; and their 
places be, pari pas8U^ filled up by free white laborers. 
If, on the contrary, it Is left to force itself on, human na- 
ture must shudder at the prospect held up." 

Mr. Jefferson did not mean to say, nor do I, that the 
power of emancipation is in the Federal Government. He 
spoke of Virginia ; and, as to the power of emancipation, 
I speak of the slaveholding States only. 

The Federal Government, however, as we insist, has the 
power of restraining the extension of the institution — ^the 

Sower to insure that a slave insurrection shall never occur 
t^ any American soil which is now free from Slavery. 
John Brown's effort was peculiar. It was not a plave in- 
surrection. It was an attempt by white men to get up a 
revolt among slaves, in which the slaves refused to partici- 
pate. In fact, it was so absurd that the slaves, with all 
their ignorance, saw plainly enough it could not succeed. 
That affair, in its pMlosophy, corresponds with many at- 
tempts, related in history, at the assassination of Kings and 
Emperors. An enthusiast broods over the oppression of a 
people till he fancies himself commissioned by Heaven to 
liberate them. He ventures the attempt, which ends in 
little else than in his own execution. Orsini's attempt on 
Louis Napoleon, and John Brown's attempt at Harper's 
Ferry, were, in their philosophy, precisely the same. The 
eagerness to cast blame on old England in the one case, 
and on New England in the other, does not disprove the 
sameness of the two things. 

And how much would it avail you, if you could, by the 
use of John Brown, Helper's book, and the like, break up 
the Republican organization ? Human action can be mod- 
ified to some extent, but human nature cannot be changed. 
There is a Judgment and a feeling against Slavery in this 
nation, which cast at least a million and a half of votes. 
You cannot destroy that judgment and feeling — ^that, sen- 
timent—by breaking up the political organization which 
rallies around it. You can scarcely scatter and disperse 
an army which has been formed into order in the face qf 
your heaviest fire, but If you could, how much would you 
gain by forcing the sentiment which created it out of the 
peacefil channel of the ballot box, into some other chan- 
nel ? What would that other channel probably be ? Would 
the number of John Browns be lessened or enlarged by the 
operation ? 

But you will break up the Union rather than submit to a 
denial of your constitutional rights. 

That has a somewhat reckless sound ; but it would be 
palliated, if not fully justified, were we proposing, by the 
mere force of numbers, to deprive you of some right, 
plainly written down in the Constitution. But we are pro- 
posing no such thing. 

When you make these declarations, you have a specific 
and well-understood allusion to an assumed constitutional 
right of yours, to take slaves into the federal territories, 
and to hold them there as property. But no such right is 
specifically written in the Constitution. That instrument 
is literally silent about any such right. We, on the con- 
trary, deny that such a right has any existence in the Con- 
stitution, even by implication. 

Your purpose, then, plainly stated, is, that you will 
destroy the Government, unless you be allowed to con- 
strue and enforce the Constitution as' you please, on all 
points in dispute between you and us. You will rule or 
ruin in all cvent^ 

This, plainly stated, is your language to us. Perhaps 
you wUl say the Supreme Court has decided the disputed 
Constitutional question in your favor. Not quite so. 
But waiving the lawyer's distinctkon between dictum and 
decision, the Courts have decided the question for you 
in a sort of way. The Courts have substantially said. It 
is your Constitutional right to take slaves into th« 
federal territories, and to hold them there as property. 

When I say the decision was made in a sort of way, T 
mean it was made In a divided Court by a bare majority 
of the Judges, and they not quite agreeing with one 
another in tbe reasons for making it ; that it Is so made 
as that Its avowed supporters disagree with one another 
about its meaning, and that it was mainly based upon a 
mistaken statement of fact— the statement in the opinion 
that ^' the right of property in a slave is distinctly and 
expressly affirmechln the Constitution." 

An Inspection of the Constitution will show that the 
right of property In a slave is not distinctly and expressly 
alfirraed in It. Bear in mind the Judges do not pledge 
their judicial opinion that such is right Is Impliedly af- 
firmed In the Constitution ; but they pledge their veracity 
that it Is distinctly and expressly affirmed there — " dis- 
tinctly," that is, not mingled with anything else—" ex- 
pressly," that is, In words meaning just that, without the 
aid of any inference, and susceptible of no other meaning. 
If they had only pledged their judicial opinion thai 
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such right is affirmed in the Instrument by implication, 
it would be open to others Ip shovr that neither the word 
" slave" nor " Slavery'* isf^ be found in the Coaititu- 
tion, nor the word ** property" even, in any connection 
with the language alluding to the things slave, or Slavery, 
and that wherever in that instrument the slave is alluded 
to, he is called a ** person ;'* and wherever his master's 
legal right in relation to him is alluded to, it is spoken of 
as " service or labor due," as a " debt" payable in 
service or labor. Also, it would be open to show, by 
contemporaneous history, that this mode of alluding to 
slaves and Slavery, instead of speaking of them, was eu- 
ployed on purpose to exclude from the Constitution the 
idea that there could be property in man. 

To show all this is easy and certain. ^ 

When this obvious mistake of the Judges shall be 
brought to their notice, it is not reasonable to expect 
that they will withdraw the mistaken statement, and 
reconsider the conclusion based upon it ? 

And then it is to be remembered that *' our fathers, who 
framed the Government under which we live" — the pien 
who made the Constitution —decided this same Constitu- 
tional question in our favor, long ago— decided it without 
a division among themselves, when making the decision ; 
without division among themselves about the meaning 
of it after it was made, and so far as any evidence is 
left, without basing it upon any mistaken statement of 
facts. 

Under all these circumstances, do you really feel 
yourselves Justified to break up this Government, un- 
less such a court decision as yours is shall be at onqe 
submitted to as a conclusive and final rule of political 
action ? 

But you will not abide the election of a Republican 
President. In that supposed event, you say, you will 
destroy the Union ; and then, you say, the great crime of 
having destroyed it will be upon us ? 

That is cool. A highwayman holds a pistol to my ear, 
and mutters through his teeth, ** stand and deliver, or I 
shall kill you, and then you will be a murderer !" 

.To be sure, what the robber demanded of me — my 
money — was my own ; and I had a clear right to keep 
it ; but it was no more my own than my vote is my own ; 
and the threat of death to me to extort my money, atid 
the threat of destruction to the Union, to extort my 
vote, can scarcely be distinguished in principle. 

A few words now to Kepublicans. Jt is exceedingly 
desirable that all parts of this great Confederacy shall 
be at peace, and in harmony, one with another. Let us 
Republicans do our part to have it so. Even though 
much provoked, let us do nothing through passion and 
111 temper. Even though the southern people will not so 
much as listen to us, let us calmly consider their 
demands, and yield to them if, in our deliberate view of 
our duty, we possibly can. Judging by all they say and 
do, and by the subject and natura of their controversy 
with us, let us determine, if we can, what will satisfy them? 

Will they be satisfied if the Territories be uncondition- 
ally surrendered to them ? We know they will not. In 
all their present complaints against us, the Territories are 
scarcely mentioned. Invasions and insurrections are the 
ragd now. Will it satisfy tliem if, in the future, we have 
nothing to do with invasions and insurrections? We 
know it will not. We so know because we know we never 
nad anything to do with invasions and insurrections ; 
and yet this total abstaining does not exempt us from the 
enlarge and the denunciation. * 

The question recurs, what will satisfy them ? Simply 
this : We must not only let them alone, but we must, 
somehow, convince them that we do let them alone. Thi^, 
we know by experiencev is no easy task. We have been 
so trying to convince them, from the very beginning of 
our organisation, but with no success. In all our plat- 
forms and speeches we have constantly protested our pur- 
pose to let them alone ; but this has had no tendency to 
convince them. Alike unavailing to convince them is 
the fact that they have never detected a man of ;ji in 
any attempt to disturb them. 



These natural, and apparently adequate means all faH- 
log, what will convince them? This, and this only: 
cease to call Slavery wrong^ and Join them in calihag it 
right. And this must be aoue thoroughly — done4n acts 
as well as in words. Silence will not be tolerated — we 
must pla':e ourselves avowedly with them. Douglas's 
new sedition law must be enacted and enforced, suppress- 
ing all declarations that Slavery is wrong, whether made 
in politics, in presses, in pulpits, or in private. We must 
arrest and return their fugitive slaves with greedy 
pleasure. We must pull down our Free State constitutions. 
The whole atmosphere must be disinfected from all taint 
of opposition to Slavery, before they will cease to believe 
that all their troubles proceed from us. 

I am quite aware tliey do not state their case precisely 
in this way. Most of' them would probably say to u^, 
** Let us alone, do nothing to us, and say what you pleasa 
about Slavery." But we do let them i^one — ^have never 
disturbed them — so that, after all, it is what we say, 
which dissatisfies them. They will continue to accuse ua 
of doing, until we cease saying. 

I am also aware they have not, as yet, in terms, 
demanded the overthrow of our Free State Constitutions, 
Yet those constitutions declare the wrong of Slavery, 
with more solemn emphasis, than do ail other sayings 
against it; and when all these other sayings shall have 
been silenced, the overthrow of these constitutions will 
be demanded, and nothing be left to resist the demand. 
It is nothing to the contrary, that they, do not demand the 
whole of this Just now. Demanding what they do, and 
for the reason they do, they can voluntarily stop nowhere 
short of this consummation. Holding, as they do, thai 
Slavery is morally right, and socially elevating, they can* 
not cease to demand a full national recognition of it, as 
a legal right, and a social blessing. 

Nor can we Justifiably withhold this, on any ground 
save our conviction that Slavery is wrong. If Slavery is 
right, all words, acts, laws, and constitutions against it, 
are themselves wrong, and should be silenced, and swept 
away. If it is right, we cannot Justly object to its nation- 
ality — its universality ; if it is wrong, they cannot Justly 
insist upon it« extension — its enlargement. All they ask, 
we could readily grant, if we thought Slavery right ; all 
we a«tk, they could as readily grant, if they thought it 
wrong. Their thinking it right, and our thinking i( 
wrong, is the precise fact upon which depends the whole 
controversy. Thinking it right, as they do, they are not 
to blame for desiring its full recognition, as being right ; 
but, thinking it wrong, as we do, can we yield to them? 
Can we cast our votes with their view, and against our 
own ? In view of our moral, social, and political respuu> 
sibilities, can we do this ? 

Wrong as we think Slavery is, we can yet afford to let 
it alone where it is, because that much is due to the 
necessity arising from its actual presence in the nation ; 
but can we, while our votes will prevent it, allow it to 
spread into the National Territories, and to overrun us 
here in these Free States ? 

If our sense of duty forbids this, then let us stand by 
our duty, fearlesdy and effectively. Let us be diverted by 
none of those sophistical contrivances wherewith we are 
so industriously plied and belabored — contrivances such 
as groping for some middle ground between the right and 
the wrong, vain as the search for a man wlio should be 
neither a living man nor a dead man— such as a policy 
of " don't care" on a que^ition about which all true men 
do care — such as Union appeals beseeching true Union 
men to yield to Disunionisis, reversing the divine rule, 
and calling, not the sinners, but the righteous to repent- 
ance—such as invocations to Washington, imploring men 
to unsay what Washington said, and undo what Washing- 
ton did. 

Neither let us be slandered from our duty by false 
accusations against us, nor frightened from it by menaces 
of destruction to the Government, nor of dungeons to 
ourselves. Let us have 'aith that right makes might, and 
in that faith, let us, tc '.be end, dare to do our duty, as 
we understand it. 
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SPEECH AT FRANKFORT, KY. 



The Hon. John C. Brkckinridok delivered 
the following speech on the general political 
topics of the day before the Legislature of Ken- 
tucky at Frankfort in Dec. 1859. Mr. Breckin- 
ridge had been recently elected to the United 
ytates Senate, by the Kentucky Legislature; 
and after returning his thanks for the distin- 
guished honor, arid promising to serve the State 
to the best of his ability, he continued as 
follows : 

The election took place on Monday. The day before 
I received a letter signed by a number of gentlemen in 
the Legislature, asking my opinion in reference to the 
Dkkd Scott decision, m reference to Territorial Sover- 
e:gnty, and the power of Congress to protect the property 
of citixens within the Territories. I received that letter 
with profound respect, and only regret it did not come 
to my hands in time, that I might answer it before the 
election. But yet I am glad tliat I could not answer it 
before that day, for your choice is a sort of indoi-sement 
of my soundness upon those questions. I confess I was 
somewhat gratified that the election took place before 
I had those questions to answer. It was utterly impossi- 
ble for me to have returned an answer before the time 
fixed by your law for the election, but, I never intended 
to fail in this answer. 1 never should have failed. Had 
it been one who signed it, instead of twenty, the result 
would have been precisely the same. 

Besides this, it would have been of but little conse- 
quence, be the answer before or after. I belong to that 
school of politics that believes in instruction, and when- 
ever I am not ready to receive the instructions of the 
State, I stand ready to give back the trust confided in 
my hands. 

THE DRED SCOTT DECISION. 

Gentlemen, I bow to the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States upon every question within its 
proper Jurisdiction, whether it corresponds with my pri- 
vate opinion or not ; only, I bow a trifle lower when it 
happens to do so, as the decision in the Dred Scott case 
does. I approve it in all its parts as a sound exposition 
uf the law and constitutional rights of the States, and 
citlxens that inhabit them. (Applause.) It may not be 
improper i'or me here to add that so great an inierest did 
I take in that decision, and in its principles being sus- 
tained and understood in the commonwealth of Ken- 
tucky, that I took the trouble, at my own cost, to print 
or have printed a large edition of that decision to scat- 
ter it over the State, and unless tiie mails have miscar- 
ried, thei e is scarcely a member elected to the Legbla- 
ture who has not received a copy witii my frank. 

To approve the decision of the Supreme Court in the 
Dred Scott case would seem to settle the whole question 
of Territorial Sovereignty, as I think will presently ap- 
pear; but, in order that no one may misunderstand 
my views on that question, I will, with your leave, de- 
tain you with a brief review of what was done as to the 
Slavery question up to the time of Uiat decision, refer- 
rutg aiso to the duties imposed by it. 

THE MISSOURI LINE. 

I was in the Congress of tTie United States when that 
Hissouri line was repealed. I never would have voted for 
Any bill organizing the Territory of Kansas as long as that 
odious stigma upon our institutions remained upon the 
statute-book. I voted cheerfully for its repeal, and in do- 
ing that I cast no reflection upon the wise patriots who 
acquiesced in it at the time it was establislied. It was re- 



pealed, and we passed the act known as the Kansas-Ite- 
braska bill. The Abolition, or qaani Abolition party of 
the United States were constantly contending that it was 
the right of Congress to prohibit Slavery in the common 
Territories of the Union. The Democratic party, aided by 
most of the gentlemen from the South, took the opposite 
view of the case. Our object was, if possible, to withdraw 
that question from the Hails of Congress, and place it 
where it could no longer risk the public welfare and the 
public interest. In the Congress of the United States it 
had been agitated all the time, to the disadvantage of the 
South ; accordingly (I have not a copy of the bill l^efore 
me now, but I remember its leading provisions), a bill was 
passed, repealing the Missouri line, and leaving those Ter- 
ritories upon the contract and the assertion that the l)ill 
made. Did we intend by it to legislate Slavery into Kan- 
sas and Nebraska ? We denied tiiat, and denied it upon 
the face of the bill itself. Tlie settlement thus made, af- 
terward received the approval of the people of the whole 
country. The bill said within itself, not that we intend to 
legislate Slavery into the Tenitoriesj but to leave the peo- 
ple free to form their own domestic institutions, subject 
only to the Constitution of the United States. That was 
as much as we could agree upon. There was a point upon 
which we could not agree. A considerable portion of the 
Northern Democracy held that Slavery was in derogation 
of common right, and could only exist by force of positive 
law. They contended that the Constitution did not furnish 
that law, and that the slaveholder could not go into the 
Territories with his* slaves with the Constitution to author- 
ize him in holding his slaves as property, or to protect him. 
The South, generally, without distinction of party, held the 
opposite view. They held that the citizens of all the 
States may go with whatever was recognized by the Con- 
stitution as property, and exgoy it. That did not seem to 
be denied to any article of property except slaves. Ac- 
cordingly, the bill contsdned the provision, that any ques- 
tion in reference to Slavery should be referred to the court 
of the United States, and the understanding was, that what- 
ever the judicial decbion should be, it would be binding 
upon all parties, not only by virtue of the agreement, but 
under the obligation of the citizens to respect the author- 
ity of the legally constituted courts of the country. 

WHAT HE SAID IN 1856. 

It was under these circumstances, while the Territory of 
Kansas was in a state of commotion, and when that ques- 
tion had not been determined by the courts, that the can* 
vass of 1856 came on. It became my duty, by the re- 
quest of my friends, to visit the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
Michigan and Pennsylvania. In ail those States I made 
speeches. In all those States I uttered the same opinions 
and declared the same principles that I have ever done in 
the commonwealth of Kentucky, and am ready to do agaic. 
None other I 

It has been charged that the Democratic party of the 
country, and particularly of the South, desired to employ 
the Federal Government for the purpose of propagating 
Slavery and slave legislation in the Territories. I denied 
that the Democratic party desired to use the Federal Gov- 
ernment for the propagation of Slavery, and I never con- 
ceded what we believed to be our constitutional right to its 
protection, and what the decision of the Supreme Court 
has allowed to be our right, I said — ^yes I I did say that the 
Democratic party of this country, in its federal aspect, 
was neither a Pro-Slavery nor an Ani-Slavery party, but 
a constitutional party, and I repeat it here to-night (Ap- 
plause.) I do not believe it Is. I do not believe that the 
Federal Government was organized for either purpose, but 
to protect the rights a(]yudicated by tlie courts. All 
these belong to the States themselves. 

These were the declarations that I made, of which some- 
thing has been heard in all the States. I made tho 
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declarations that I am willing to make before my own 
constituents ; I made the declarations that I am willing 
to stand here andl repeat. (Applause) We had confi- 
dence in our owiiview of our own rights. Our northern 
friends had thotir views. It was a paradoxical question, 
and we gave irtp the Courts. 

Well, the Coatta did decide the very question, which 
had been submltCeSf to them, not upon a case from Kan- 
sas, but in another case. Without going into the argu- 
ment, for time does not permit of that, let me give you 
the conclusion. In the opinion of the Court in the case 
of Dred Scott, it is said : 

*' Upon these considerations, it Is the opinion of the Court 
that the act of Congress which prohibits a citizen ft'om holding 
antl owning property of this kind in the Territory of the 
United States, north of the line herein mentioned- is not 
warranted by the Constitution, and is therefore void ; akd that 
neither Dred Soott himself nor any of his family were made 
free by being carried into this Territory, even if they had 
been carried there bv the owner, with the Intention of becom- 
ing a permanent resident." 

Again: 

*• The powers over person and property of which we speak, 
are not only not granted to Congress, but are in express terms 
denied, and they are forbidden to exercise them. And this 
prohibition Is not confined to the States, but the words are 
general, and extend to the whole territory over which the 
Constitution gives it power to legislate, includiag those por- 
tions of it rem-iining under Tcrriiorial government, as well as 
that covered by States. It is a total absence of power every- 
where witMn the dominion of the United States, and places 
the citizen of a Territory, so far as those rights are concerned, 
on the same footing wi:h citizens of the States, and guards 
them as firmly and plainly against any turoads which the 
General Government might attempt, under thepleaof imiilied 
or incidental power. And if Congress itself cannot do this — 
if it is beyond the powers conferred on the Pederal Govern - 
meni— it will be admitted, we presume, that it could not 
authorize a Territorial government to exercise thttm. It 
could oonfnr no pow<;r on any local govermneat, esiablt^hed 
by its authority, to violate the provisions of the Consiituilou." 

Thus the highest court in the United States settled the 
very question^eferred to it as the disputed point, not leg- 
islative in it8|^character, on which Congress could not 
agree when the Kansas-Nebraska bill passed. The view 
that we in tire Southern States took of it was sustained, 
that in th« Territories, the common property of the 
Union, pending their Territorial condition, Congress 
itself nor the Territorial Government had the power to 
confiscate any description of property recognized in the 
States of the Union. The Court drew no distinction be- 
tween slaves and other property. It is true some foreign 
philanthropists and some foreign writers do nndei take to 
draw this d.stinction, but these distinctions have nothing 
to do with our system of Government. Our Government 
rests not upon the npeculations of philanthropic writers, 
but upon the plain understanding of a written constitution 
which determines it, and upon that alone. It Is the 
result of positive law; therefore we a e not to look to 
the analogy of the supposed law of nations, but to regard 
the Constitution itseif, which is the written expression of 
the respective powers of the Government and the rights 
of the States. 

UNFBIBNDLY LEGISLATION. 



Well, that being the case, and It having been authorita- 
tively determined by the very tribunal to wiiich it was re- 
ferred tli-it Congress had no power to exclude slave 
property from the Territory, and Judiciouiily determined 
that the Territorial Legislatures, authorities created by 
Congress, had not the power to exclude or confijcatu 
slave property, I confess that I had nut anticipated tliat 
the doctrines of unfriendly legislation would be set up. 
Hence, I need not say to you that I do not believe in the 
doctrine of unfri»'ndiy legislation; that I do not believe in 
the authoriiy of Territorial Legislatures to do by indirec 
tlon what they cannot do directly I repose upon the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, as to 
the point that neither Congress nor the Territorial Legis- 
lature has the right to obstruct or confiscate the property 
of any citizen, slaves included, pending the territorial 
condition. (Applause) 

I do not see any escape from that decision, if you 
admit that the question was a judicial one ; if you admit 
the decision of the Supreme Court, and if you stand by 
(he decision of the higliest Court of the country. 

The Supreme Court seems to have recognised it as the 
doty— >as the duty of tlie Courts of this Union in their pro* 
per sphere to execute this constitutional right, thus 
aiUudicated by the Supreme Court, in the following Ian* 
gaage. In speakinsr of the acquisition of territory, tliey 
pronounce it a political question for Congress to deter- 
mine what territory they acquire and how many. Mow 
mark the words of the Court : 



" And wliatever the political department of the Government 
shall recognize as within the limits of the United States, the 
Judicial Department la also bound to recognize, and toad- 
minister in it the laws of tlie United States, so far as they apply, 
and to maintain in the territory the authority and rights of the 
Government, and also the poliifcal right and rights of property 
of individual citizens as secured by the Consdtution. All we 
mean to say on this ooint la. that as there is no express regs- 
lation In the Constltutfon defltiing the power which tiie Generd 
Government may exercise over the person or property of a 
citizen in a territory thus acquired, the Court muRt necesrarily 
look to the provisions and principles of the CmiMtitiitton atKlii* 
distribution of powers, for the rules ani principles by whick 
its decision must be governed.*' 

So that in regard to slave property, as in regaid to any 
other property recognized and guarded by the Constitu 
tlon, it is the dtity, according to the Supreme Court, of si 
the Courts of the country to protect and guard it by theli 
decision, whenever the question is brought before them. 
To whicli I will only add this, that the 'Judicial decisioui 
in our favor must be maintained — these judicial decisions 
in our favor must be sustained. (Applause.) 

SLAYS CODE. 

If present remedies are adequate to sustain tbMe de- 
cisions, I would have nothing more done, I, with many 
uitier public men in the country, believe they are able 
if tiiey are not — if they cannot be enforced for w'ant of 
the proper legislation to enforce them, sufficient legisla- 
tion must be passed, or our Oovernraent is a failure. 
(Applause.) Gentlemen, I see no escspe from that con- 
clusion. 

At the same time, fellow-citlsens, I make no hesitatioa 
in saying to you that I trust the time will never com^— 
i trudt tlie time will never come when it may be deemed 
necessary for the Cungress of the United States in any 
firm to interfere with tiiis question in the Territories. So 
far it has been only productive or evil to us, and it would 
portend only evil in the future. At present there is no 
question before Congress. No Southern Representative 
or Senator proposes legislation on that point; — no com- 
plaint comes from any territory — there is no evidence 
that the existing laws and decisions of the Courts are not 
adequate to protect every description of property recog- 
niciid by the several States. None whatever. Therefore, 
in my opinion, and I submit it humbly and with defe* 
rence, our true pulicy is not to anticipate trouble, but to 
let the matter rest upon the Executive, upon the existing 
laws, and upon the decisions of the Courts. (Applause.) 
I will add this : we must never give up the principle, we 
must never give up the question that has been judiciously 
decided, that this constitutional riglit exists. We must 
stand by titat decision. We must hold to our constitu* 
tional rights, but I would never prematurely raise the 
question to distract the country, when there is no voice 
calling for It, North, East, South or West. (Applause.. 
I say we must hold to the principle — we must vtand by it. 
We stand In a good position. We have tlie Executive, 
we have the lawcj, we have the decisions of the Courts, and 
that is a great advance from where we stood ten years 
ago. 

I am glad — although we did not sacceed as we desired 
in Kansas — I am glad that the territorial question is 
nearly fought out. It is nearly fought out. I know of 
no existing Territory where this quest ion can arise. As 
to the territory south of the line, where slave labor is 
really profitable, I have not a doubt but that the climate 
and interest, and tlie prozlmity.of slaveholders, and the 
Constitution and laws, and the decision of the Ooort, 
will sustain and protect us there in the full enjoyment of 
our rights, and in making Southern territory out of 
Southern soil. While I would not give up the principle, 
I never have believed, and I do not believe now, in the 
possibility of Slavery planting Itself in a territory against 
the determined oppobition of the inhabitants, any more 
than I believe the institution of Slavery could continue in 
existence in Kentuclty for three years against the desire 
of the voters of the Commonwealth, even with the eon<- 
stitutional restictions that are here thrown around it. 

Still, I would save the question and the princi|4e, c^nd 
never let go tiie cunstitutiunal right, because our proteo- 
tlon In the Union consists in a strict adherence to the 
provisions of the Constitution. When we allow an infrac- 
tion of the Constitqtiou on any one point, we lose oar 
claim to the observance of tM whole. We should insist 
to the litst that the Constitution of the country shall be 
sustained in every particular. (A voloe — *^ Good.'*) 



THK PBRII. or TU* OOtTXTBT. 



Fellow-citlaens, if you will allow me, I will oCer yoa 
some observations upon another aspect of public affairs. 
We have been talking of things that concern us no more 
than they concern others, but we have questions to deter* 
mine that come nearer home-^questloas that coma to aur 
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ftreside.s. Acconling to my humble Judgment, the con- 
dition i>f our country was never so perilous as it is at 
this hour; and if tilings go drifting on as they have of 
'ate, we sliall have to determine questions of far nearer 
ritality tlutii the territorial question. 

I nope I do not spealc in the spirit of an alarmist or a 
iemagogue, but since I have been acquainted with public 
affairs (and men alder and wiser than myself say the 
same thing) there never was a time when the intere;it8 of 
this Union were in so much peril, and when tiie feelings of 
our people were so much alienated as at this hour. ! 
Certainly if the aspect of affairs at Washington is in Ihe 
slightest degree indicative of tlie feeling elsewliere, that 
remarlc is iruttu 

ITS CAUSE. 

Fellow-citizens, the danger arises, In the opinion of 
our wisest and best men, from the character and purpose 
and aim of an organisation in the country called the Re- 
publican party. 

I do not tliink we fully realise what are the objects, 
purposes and aims of the liepuBUcan party, what it 
intends, and what would be t)ie consequences to us of 
their success and dominion in the United States. If yon 
Will allow me, therefore, I have gathered together three 
or four facts— mere expressions — ^mere illustrations or 
•xamples, from many thousands of kindred characters, 
for the purpose of showing what its objects are— to sliow 
what we may expect to follow their success. 

HIS VIEWS OF REPUBLICANISM. 

First !s their platform, made three years ago, but 
beyond which they have far advanced. Like all aggres- 
sive organizations, the rear rank of the Republican 
party marches up and comes upon the ground that the 
advanced guard occupied months before, while the ad- 
vanced guard is going ahead. The Republicans are far 
in advance of their platform, but we have there enough 
to put us on our guard. 

What are our rights ? Have we not a right to have our 
fugitives returned ? If there is a plainer provision than 
that in the instrument, what is it ? Have we not a right 
to live in peace in this Union? What was the Constitu- 
tion formed for? When the Constitution was made, was 
it not made by brethren ? Was it not made that this 
political organizatitm should be carried on in peace and 
harmony ? Have we not a right to demand of our sister 
States, tliat we may live together in peace with our> 
respective State institutions, with our whole domestic 
policy ? And is it not a gross violation of the Constito- 
tioa not to allow us to live in peace, as to refuse to return 
our fbgitives from labor that have escaped into other 
States? Do tliey intend to do it? No, they do not. 
They begin by declaring the Declaration of Independence 
ia a rule of our political action. Here is the declaration 
of the Republican platform, adopted three years ago, 
beyond which they have now far advanced : 

** Resolved, That with our Republican fathers we hold it to 
be a self-evident truth that ell men are endowed with the in- 
alienable right of life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness, 
and that the primary object and ulterior design of our Federal 
Government were to secure these rights to all persons under 
Its exclusive jurisdiction ; that as our Republican fathers, 
when they had abolished Slavery in all our national territory, 
ordained that no person should be deprived of life, liberty and 
property, without due process of law, it becomes our duty to 
maintain this provision of the Constitution against all attempts 
to violate it for the purpose of establishing l^lavery in the Ter- 
ritories of the United States by positive legisliUion, proiiibiting 
its ejdsteuce or extension therein. 

This is a positive pledge, that as soon as that party 
obtains power. It will recognize the equality of the negro 
with the white man. Its object will be to give him those 
rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. To 
maintain that equality what follows ? Everybody knows 
that when they obtain the power in the District of Co- 
lumbia, they will abolish Slavery there ; when they ob- 
tain the power, they will undertake to abolish it in the 
forts, arsenals, and dock-yards of the United States 
throughout the South ; they will undertake to abolish the 
internal slave-trade. Already they declare that not 
another Slave State shall be admitted into the Union, 
and they will go beyond that. How can we expect to 
lire in peace and harmony, when declarations of this 
sort are uttered : 

*^ Reaoived, That the Constitution confers upon Congress 
sovereign power over the Terrlioriee of the United States for 
their government, and that, in the exercise of this power, it is 
both the right and the Imperative duty of Congress, to prohibit 
in the Territories those twin relics of barbarism— polygamy 
and Slavery." 

Is that in the spirit of our revolutionary ancestors ? 
Is it in the spirit of our revolutionary ancestors for a 
great and growing party, that now claims, and perhaps 



have, dominance in the Northern States of «h<» Unioc. w 
say ofan institution of their Southern relatives they a*^ 
harboring a relic of barbarism? That shows you, fellow 
citizens, their indomitable purpose, their deep-seat etf 
hate. I am sorry that it exists, but it is true. How can 
you expect a great political organization that obtains 
power, to fail to exercise that power when in its opinion 
this Uniou is stained or defiled ad to ope-half, perhaps, 
of its inhabitants, by a relic of barbarisfa, which it class- 
es with the crime of polygamy. 

SEWARD QUOTED^ 

This is not all. I could hare brought here the decla^ 
ations of its representative and leading men ftrom At 
parts of the Northern States, going infinitely further thac 
is contained there. Allow me, however, to read one or 
two of the most striking from the most eminent of tiiek 
leaders. I beg you, fellow-citizens, though they may bt 
familiar, not to weary with a few extracts, for these uft 
terances are the rallying cry of millions of men. I hol4 
in my hand a speech delivered by a Senator of the Stat» 
of New-York, who is to-day the most influential publit 
man in this Union, on whose words millions hang, an< 
by whose direction millions move. Is this the Constitt^ 
tion and Union that our fathers founded ? 

Last year, in a speech deliveiea at Rochester, thai 
gentleman uttered the following language : 

" Our country is a theatre which exhibits, in full operation 
two radicallv ditferent political systems ; the one resting ov 
the basis of servile or slave labor, the other on the basis of 
voluntary labor of freemen. 

'* The two system^ are at once perceived to be incongruous. 
But thevare more than Incongruous. They are incompat- 
ible. Tney never have permanently existed together in one 
country, and they never can. 

" Hitherto the two systems have existed In different States, 
but side by side within the American Union. Tliis has hap- 
pened because the Union is a coufederation of States. But on 
another aspect the United States constitute only one nation. 
Increase of population wliich is filling the States out to their 
very borders, together with a new and extended net-work of 
railroads and other avenues, and an internal c ''mmerce which 
daily becomes more intimate, is rapidly brin ;ing the States 
into a higher and more perfect social unity or consolidation. 
Thus these antagonistic systems are consututionally coming 
into close contact and colllaion results." 

Tes, ** collision ensues,*' and h!s prophecy was furl- 
filled in less than twelve months after it was made. 

*' Shall I tell you what this collision means ? It Is an irre- 

{)ressible conflict between opposing and enduring forces ; aud 
t means that the United States must and will, sooner or later, 
become entirely a slaveholding nation, or entirely a ftee-labor 
nation. Either the cotton and rice fields of South Carolina, 
and the sugar plantations of Louisiana will ultimately be tilled 
by free labor, and Charleston and New-Orleans become marls 
for legitimate merchandise alone : or else the rye-fields and 
wheat-fields of Massachusetts and Mew- York must again be 
surrendered by their fkrmer84o sUve culture, and to the pro- 
duction of slaves, and Boston and New- York become once 
more markets for trade in the bodies and souls of men. It is 
the failure to apprehend this great truth that induces so many 
unsuccessful attempts at final compromise between the Slave 
and Free States, and it is the existence of this great fact that 
renders all such pretended compromises, when made, vain 
and ephemeraL" 

These things wonid have no consequence if they wei'e 
the individual opinions of their author, but they are the 
opinions of a large and formidable and growing party in 
this Union ; of a party that now claims a majority in the 
House of Representatives, and which looks, at' no very 
distant day, to have a majority in the Senate. I ask 
you if that was the Union formed by our fathers ? Did 
they anticipate such a political party would arise to de- 
clare that there " is an irrepressible conflict between op- 
posing and enduring forces " in the United States ? 

It is not my purpose to characterize or stigmatize this 
doctrine now, but to set forth what we are to expect aud 
what we are to meet. 

At a later period, in the Senate of the United States, 
that same distinguished Senator uttered the following 
language, (I well remember the occasion and the 
speech :) 

" A free Republican Government like this, notwith.stauding 
all its consiltuiional checks, cannot loug resist and counteract 
the progress of society." 

They donH expect the provisions of the Constitution 
and its checks to prevent them from taking their onward 
progress Indeed, they have a facility of construing 
that instrument, winch makes it as dust in the balance. 
They construe it to authorize them not to return fugitive 
slaves ; to authorize them to make a war upon one half 
of the nation. There is no provision of the Constitution 
which has stood in their way as to any right of ours 
that we have claimed upon this great question. Ii^oi 
only did he announce in the Senate of the United States, 
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that constitaUonal ck«ck8 cannot stand for any time 
agauuit tiie progreM of Northern opinion, but, 

*' Free labor," says Mr. Seward, *' has at last apprehended 
its righis aud its desuny, and is organlsiag itself to assume Uie 
goverumeut of Uie Kepablic. It will henceforih meet you 
'iiiiaiy aud resolutely here (Wasliington ;> it will meet you 
ev^erywiiere,la ibe Terrliories and oui of them, wherever you 
may go to extend Slavery. It has driven you back in OaUfor- 
uia aud in Kansas : it will invade you sooa in Delaware, 
Maryland, Virgiuia, Missouri and Texas. It will meet you in 
Ai'uoua, in Ceatrai America, and even in Cuba." 

Not content with confining it to the Territories, he 
adds: 

" You may. Indeed, get a start under or near the tropics, 
and seem safe for a time, but it will be only a short time. 
Even there you will found States only for free labor to maia- 
tain and occupy. The interest of the white race demauds the 
ultimate emaucipailou of all men. Whether that cousumina- 
Oou shall be allowed to take ett'ect, with needful and wise pre- 
cautious against sudden chaoge and disaster, or be hurried on 
by violence, is all that remains for you to decide. The white 
man needs this contment to labor upon. His head is clear, his 
arm is strong, and Ids necessaries are fixed. It is for your- 
selves and not for us to decide how long and through what 
further mortifications and disasters the contest shall be pro- 
tracted, before fi-eedom shall ei^oy her alreiuly assured 
triumpii t You mav refuse to vieid it now, aud for a short 

Seriod, but your refusal will only animate the friends of free- 
om yrtih the courage and the resoludou, and produce the 
union among them, which alone are necessary oa their part, 
to attain the positiou iUseU^ simultaneously wiih the impending 
overthrow of the exciting Federal Adminisiraiiou, and the 
Constitution of a new and more independent Cougress,"— aud 
they think they have that Congress. 

I teli yon agidn, feliow-citisens, this is not the opinion 
of Mr. Bkward alone. It is Mr. Suwaro and, with one 
or two exceptions, the other Republican Senators in the 
Senate of the United States, and nine-tenths of the 
Republican members of the House of Representatives. 
Could that language have been uttered with impunity or 
been sustained at the epoch of 1779, when the Constitu- 
tion was formed? Did not the Constitution languish and 
stop Just because there was some question about insert- 
ing these checks about the institution of the Southern 
Statei; ? Were they not put into the Constitution by tiie 
great men who formed it, and are not ail the citizens of 
aii the States bound to respect the relations that exist 
between them, and to give the Southern States peace in 
tills Union? How do you receive the declaration that 
there is an irrepressible confiict waging — that there shall 
be no peace ? There is no use attempting to turf over 
the volcrno, there is no use crying peace when there is 
DO peace. It is the avowed purpose of the Republican 
party to agitate, agitate ; to overturn the Constitution 
itself, until they succeed not only in drawing a cordon 
around you, and shutting you within your present limits, 
but to pui you in a position where you were about, fur 
peace sake, to emancipate your slaves. 

Well might we say, as was once said In France, 
** Oh, Constitution I what csimes are committed in thy 
•acred name i" 

hklper's crisis. 

But, gentlemen, I hold in my hand another book, 
Wliich ia of no consequence as the opinions of its indivi- 
doal author, but is of consequence as indorsed by the 
distinguished gentleman from wliose productions 1 have 
read, and as indorsed also by sixty-eight or nine Repub- 
licans of the House of Representatives, who i epresent a 
constituency of seven millions of people. Tnis, then, 
may be considered as the declaration of near seven 
millions of men. What is it ? It is a book culled the 
** Impending Crisis of the South," by a person called 
Helper, who professes to be a North Carolinian. Whether 
he is or not 1 am unable to say. (I will read very litMe, 
gentlemen.) In this book, thus indorsed by nearly 
seventy members of the House of Representatives, 
representing nearly seven millions of the people, this 
sentiment is declared : 

The slavehoiding oligarchy say we cannot abolish 
Slavery without infiinging on the right of property. 
Again we tell them we do not recognize propeity in 
men. 

Uut the Constitation does; the bond of our Union 
does, and the Supreme Court of the United States has 
decided that it does. Our fathers so considered it. It 
has been so admitted all the time, until the apostles of 
the new doctrine spoke. At another point he says : 

For the services of the blacks from the 20th of August, 
1620, up to the 4th of July, 1869— an interval of precisely 
two hundred and foity-eight years, ten monitis and 
fourteen days — their masters, if unwilling, ouglit, in our 
judgment, to be compelled to grant them their freedom, 
and to pay each and every one of them at least sixty 
dollars cash in hand. 

He goes on to remark that it would only take two 



crops of cotton, 'and a trifle over, to do it. Tliat was 
indorsed, I tell yea again, by sixty-eight or sixty-nine 
members of the House of Representatives, and the very 
gentleman who they are running for Speaker of that 
body Indorsed it. It is true, his friends say that be 
Lndorsed it without having read it. Admit that to be 
true, he has again and again, when called upon, refused 
to disavow those sentiments, hence the excuse is paitiy. 

HAEPKR^S FKRRT. 

That is the condition of affairs, and that is the con- 
dition of the Republican organization of this country, 
if any reliance is to be placed in their record, in their 
declarations, In their public attitude, in 'the attitude 
which they defiantly assume before the country. Their 
purpose is to make war, eternal war, upon the institu- 
tions of one half of the States of the Union. Gradually 
we approach the crisis until at last is not the legitimate 
result of the irrepressible conflict of wliich they speak, 
of the crime of which they say we are guilty, to put 
down these relics of barbarism? The ignorant and 
fanatical throw off tMte obligations of the Constitution 
and invade by vioience Uie Southern States of the 
Union, and although I am far firom holding the Repub- 
lican party of the Nortli, or any large portion of them, 
responsible for the late atrocious proceedings in Vir- 
ginia, I do say that that proceeding was the carrying 
out of the logical result of their teachings — carrying it 
into execution. How did th^y receive it? Why gentle- 
men, the conservative portion of the North abhors it ; 
but, in the Senate and House, in the great body of their 
public press, what do they say of it ? That they regret 
it — they deplore it — they even condemn it— they say, 
because it was against law, and they stand for law. 
These are the honeyed and qualified phrases with which 
they characterize the most atrocious act of treason, 
rapine, and murder combined, that was ever Icnown in 
the Republic, and then, as though aft'aid of what they 
have said, they immediately go on to eulogize the man 
and his motives, much as they regret the aoi. 

A YOLLET OF COMPLAININGS. 

Gentlemen, have we no complaints In other respects ? 
Are laws passed for the purpose of punishing Uiose who 
make inroads into the border States and rob us of our 
property ? Suppose a Kentuckian should go into the 
&tate of Oliio aud rob a citizen of that ii^tate, does any 
one doubt that we would pass a law to punish him and 
to prevent the recurrence of the outrage ? So far firom 
this being their course, they are encouraged, and we are 
subject to constant secret predatory incursions by which 
we lose annually hundreds of thousands of dollars, 
these people availing themselves of the bond of amity 
between us, to perpetrate the outrage. 

That is not all t About one half of the Northern 
States have passed laws and made it a criminal and 
penal offence for their citizens to give any assistance in 
the rendition of fugitive slaves. Massachusetts has 
passed laws closing her Jails to us, and making it a penal 
ofl'ence to aid in the enforcement of the Fugitive Slave 
law, or to appear as council to try such a case, thus 
nullifying the laws of Congress, and of the United 
States, distinctly, and some seven or eight States have 
passed similar laws refusing all remedy and maldng it 
penal in their citizens to obey the behests of the Consti- 
tutiun. 

I have not uttered these things for the purpose of 
arousing any spirit of disloyalty to the Constitution and 
the Union. I hope I love them as reverently as any man 
witliin the sound of my voice, but let us look and see the 
facts as they are. What maybe set down as the un- 
questioned purpose of tliis organization? It is avowed 
tliat it is to exclude all and any Slave States firom the 
Union hereafter. It ia to give us no fugitive slave law, 
declaring that the States under the Constitution must 
provide for that, and then to give no remedy in the 
States ; it is to pass no Laws for the purpose of prevent* 
ing the robbery of our property but, on the contrary, 
in many States to make It penal to enforce the law ; Ic 
is to abolish Slavery in the District of Columbia; to 
abolish the internal slave-trade and the coastwise slave- 
trade, and then to agitate and agitate, giving us no 
peace as long as we retain this * relic of barbarism" 
and crime, as they call it. 

This is the purpose. Are you ready for it? Are you 
ready to say we will make no stand in any form for 
your Constitutional rights? I think you are not I Yei 
that is the present condition of alEairs — but what are we 
to do ? > 

PRACTICAL REMEDIES. 

I know they will consider the consequences, and care- 
fiiUy consider th* consequences of any serious coUiaiona 
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in this Union. I know we duly appreciate the position 
of our own State, not only a border Slate, but an in- 
terior border State having no ocean outlet I know that 
we have read history to some purpose, and that we have 
seen what have been the consequences of the disruption 
of amicable relations between those who have banded 
themselves together as a confederation of States. We 
need but go back and see the consequence upon the 
Greeks when they carried on the Pelopounesian war, 
until at last exhausted, they fell into the lap of des- 
potism The same fate might meet us. What would be 
our condition? War! War! Inevitable war, in all 
human probability, would be our position, and then in 
time we might be driven into deg: ading alliances with 
foreign powers — the most degrading position for Ameri- 
CHn citizens. 

Then the spectacle would be presented of America fall- 
ing back under tlie control of Europe, and American lib- 
erty sinking down imder European despotism. Besides 
this, could we ever hope that a fairer state of tilings would 
arise ? Gould we ever hope that Providence itself would 
ever exercise its omnipotent powef to create a State, or 
Union of States, under more favorable auspices than in 
these ? Would H not be worse than impiety itself, to pre- 
sume that the Almighty would ever attempt to sustain a 
confederation of Free States under circumstances more 
bright or favorable tlian in our system? I know that the 
State of Kentucky is devote(|^ to the Union, not only be- 
cause of her interests, but from tliat feeling of affection 
and of loyalty, and tliat sentiment of love that have 
always marked her people from tne earliest period of her 
history. I do 'not believe there is a man under the sound 
of my voice who would not view as the last, the greatest 
of all evils, the wreck of the Union I do not believe 
there is the man m the State that would compete to enjoy 
the highest houors witlilu the State, purchased at such a 
price. 

WHAT IS TO BB DONE. 

At the same time steps must be taken, something must 
be done. I do not believe that if the Constitution is al- 
lowed to remain peimanently violated in its important pro- 
visions, we can have hope under it. None whatever ! 
Broken in one particular, it will soon fall to pieces in all. 
I recollect when I Wiis a boy, to have read that great 
speech of Demosthenes, for tlie crown, where the real 
question at issue was the charge that he was the author 
of the pxiblic misfortunes, because he had adidsed the 
Ureeks to make a last stand for iheir country, against 
Philip of Hacedon. Ue was arraigned, and on trial and 
in ills great defence, he says : " What, though we did fail ? 
We did our duty. We responded in the temper and char- 
acter of our forefathers." The result is such as God gives 
to each; and even those degenerate Greeks acquitted 
him, and crowned the world's great orator as a benefac- 
tor ; debased as they were in national character, they did 
this, and from that day have never known or read of the 
success of him who would be deterred from the aissertion 
of fundamental rights for fear of otfence. 

Gentlemen, the condition of affairs existing here, and 
existing generally, I am happy to say, throughout the 
Conunonwealth of Kentucky, is not a fair indication of the 
feeling in many parts of the Union. I have seen the evi- 
dence growing within a few years, and culminating duiing 
the last few weeks, of a determined purpose in the South 
to attain and maintain the complete power in Union, and 
I have seen, upon the other hand, in the representatives 
of the lower Southern States, a most resolute and deter- 
n^ned spirit of resistance. The representatives from 
Georgia — from Alabama — ^from South Carolina — from Mis- 
sissippi, not to speak of other Southern States, say that 
they represent their constituents — nay, say that tliey do 
not go so far as their constituents, and they declare that 
they are ready at any moment for a separate organization. 
God forbid that such a thing should take place. God 
forbid the overt act should ever be done ; but we know 
enough of our political institutions, that when once done 
the subiject becomes involved in inexplicable distress. If 
one were to fall upon Washington and see the state of 
feeling there, he would think tnat the President of your 
country was the Executive of two hostile countries. The 
feeling of alienation seems to be almost complete from the 
expr^edon of the public press and public men. (I mean 
not your inflammatory, furious speakers, but men of 
thought and reflection.) They are alarmed, other men are 
alarmed, we all are alarmed. It is not a craven fear, but 
U, is the ennobled loar that patriots feel for an imperilled 
country. Suppose this shoiUd occur— do you not remem- 
ber, in 1832 when South Carolina arrayed herself against 
(he Federal Govermnent, upon a mere question of policy 
connected with the collection of taxes, that it did shake 
the Union to its centre. Such is the nature of our system, 
that it did sha^e t^ie Union to the very centre. What were 



the circumstances then ? Andrew Jackson was President 
oi the United States, and he was a native of South Carr» • 
Una; the question was a mere question of policy ; few ot 
the other States sympathised with the movement of that 
little State. Henry Clay was alive, and Calhoun was ready 
to give the benefit of his influence to peace and harmony, 
and yet that lUttie question, when Jackson, a native son of 
that State, was President, and Clay and Calhoun were in 
the Senate, brought on a struggle that shook this Union tft 
its centre, and imperilled it in the estimation of the wisest 
and best of men. Look at it as it may be, with disaffection, 
spread all over the South, with a very different state of 
feelings in the North to what existed then, with Clay dead, 
and Calhoun dead, and none to take their places, with 
such a man as Seward, not only not native, but hostile to 
the South, in the Chair of State. Cannot a child read the 
result? Cannot we see that one State failing away, our 
Union will be like an arch with two or three stones dropped 
out, the whole fabric may fall in pieces. 

These are fact^ which it becomes the people of Ken- 
tucky, with ail their loyalty to the Union, to observe, to 
know, to see, to think of, and then to act upon, with the 
dignity and moderation which marks and so well becomes 
them. 

But, gentlemen, whut is the mode that occurs to any man 
—because no man, I take it, in Kentuciiy, will back on 
this subject, except as a Mend of tlie Union of the States 
— what is the mode ? I see none, except it be the uniun 
of all the conservative elements of the country, North and 
South. The South must lirst be united, and I am sure she 
will, for I take it there is not a citizen of Kentucky that 
would associate himself with an organization whose march 
to triumph would be over the ruins of our rigiits. 

MEXD OCR MANNERS DOWN SOUTH. 

Ought we not first to put ourselves right in Court? 
Some little there is to complain of us. I ciay to you, in 
my opinion, those who appeal to the Constitution and 
the laws should obey the *Constitutiun and the laws. I 
would have the South, if I might ventuie, as one of her 
humblest but truest sons, to advise her to obey the laws 
of our country. (Applause.) I would have the South 
first obey the laws of the Union whicli prohibit the for- 
eign slave-trade. (Applause.) That is the law of the 
laud. It rests not with us to complain of the violation 
of law by others, when in a portion of our S ates the citi- 
zens violate the laws themselves. Let us f. own down 
any attempt to violate those laws upon the part of our 
btates. Let us do more. Let us do more, by preventing 
the fitting out of filibustering expeditions upon our 
shores, to invade feeble sister countries. Tliat is the law, 
and we live by the Constitution and the law, and let us 
obey it, and whatever expansion of territory we make, 
let us make it in a manner becoming tiie dignity of this 
glorious Confederacy under our own flag. Tlien ;et us 
call to our aid the pure elements of conservatism and 
iiuth that we can find in the northern States. What a.e 
they ? I did not intend to introduce any party question 
to-night, but the largest organization I see is the Demo- 
cratic Party of the North. As a historical fact, it is un- 
disputed ; as a current fact of the day, it Is undisputed, 
that you do not find these declarations of hostility Isou- 
ing from the Northern Democracy ; you do not find these . 
attempts to overturn the laws coming f. om Democratic 
sources ; you do not find these denunciations of you and 
your institutions coming from Democratic lips and Demo- 
cratic Presses. On the contrary, you find them at 
home, and in most cases in the minority, sustaining with 
unfaltering courage your rights and institutions, at odds 
and risks that you little th.uk of. 

I want them alL We need them all. We need every 
Southern State, and every honest man everywhere not 
willing to enter into ^he crusade against us. 

There is another element Noith, not large but noble 
and true. They are the scattered and wandering cohort* 
of the old Whig party, who have refused to alloy them- 
selves with the Kepublicans of the North — men of whom 
£vi£auTT and Cuoatk and others are illustrious examples. 
There are thousands of them in tite Northern States. 
When this great crisis comes upon us, 1 have confidence 
that men like these will be found to unite witli the Demo- 
cratic party in maintaining the laws and the Constitution. 

These are the elements upon which we are to rely. 
When you get them together, let us see if there cannot 
be a general revolt of the intelligence, virtue, and loyal- 
ty of the country, against these pernicious i«?>m, and if 
not, let us see how far these pernicious itstTM control so* 
ciety. 

Besides these, there are many thousands of men in the 
Northern States wlio, silent, are not heard in the midst of 
the clamor tnat surrounds them— men who seldom attend the 
polls. Let us hope tliat that feeling will be in our favor.' 

Fellow-citizsns, I hare uttered tnese tniugs becuuiie I 
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beUevc we are standiog to-day not In the presence of 
spectres and shadows, but in the presence of terrible reali- 
ties. There ia a mode by which we can have peace — a 
permanent peace — and that is by an utter and absolute 
surrender of all our rights upon the subject to which I hare 
referred, at the call of this Republican Party. If we do 
not make this surrender, we will have nj peace until the 
Republican Party is destroyed, which can only be done by 
producing a reaction upon the public mind of the North. 
As it is, without our being aware of it, things are getting 
worse every day. I had almost intended to say, that we 
were absolutely dissolving month by month, and year by 
year. I see no mode— wiser men than I s^e no mode to 
avoid this, except to produce a reaction in the public mind, 
and to bring up sharply, in some form, the question. Can 
we not. North and South, live in peace with our several 
State institutions, after the manner of our fathers ? ¥ot 
myself. I yet believe in, and I have an abounding hope of, 
the ultimate destiny of our common countiy. I believe a 
reaction will take place ; and I believe that out of this com- 
motion is destined to come for oa an era of tranquillity 
and peace. Of this I am quite certidn, that this Common- 
wealth of Kentucky will pursue a course answerable to her 



character and history ; she wiU stand by the uidon of tii« 
States as long as there is a thread of the Constitution t' 
hold it together. We Icnow that il' madness, and folly, and 
fanaticism shall succeed in tearing down the fairest fabric 
ever erected to liberty among men — we know that oa* 
honored State will conduct herself with so much moderup 
tion and prudence that she shall stand justified for hei 
acts before men and in the eye of Heaven. 

Fellow-citizens, I do not propose to detain you by more 
extended observations. I have trespassed too far upon 
your time already. I think, if you will allow me to say so,. 
that I know something of the temper, and spirit, and inte> 
rest of this people ; and, as far as my humble abilities ex- 
tend, I propose, in the sphere to wiiich you have devoted 
me, to serve you with all the fldeilty of a grateful heart* 
At all times, and under all circumstances, 1 owe my alle- 
giance to the State, and I am ready, and willing, and amx- 
ious to devote whatever faculties of mind and body I pos- 
sess to serve you, and to serve you with the uncalculating 
devotion of a man who loves the green mountains and 
smiling plains, the clear running streams and the generous 
people of the State, aod with one who loves all her infirmi- 
ties with the affection of a son. 
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SPEECH OF SENATOR DOUGLAS. 

Delivered at Springfield^ III,, June 12, 185T. 



Mb. Prbsibbmt, Ladirs avo G-bntlkmkn : I appear 
before you to-night, at the request of the grand jury in 
attendance upon the United States Court, for the pur- 
pose of submitting my views upon certain topics upon 
which they have expressed a desire to hear my opinion. 
It was not my purpose when I arrived among you, to 
have engaged in any public or political discussion ; but 
when called upon by a body of gentlemen so intelligent 
and respectable, coming from all parts of the State, and 
connected with the administration of public justice, I do 
not feel at liberty to withhold a full and frank expres- 
sion of my opinion upon the subjects to wliich they have 
referred, and which now engrosses so large a share of 
the public attention. 

The points which I am requested to discuss are : 

Ist. The present condition and prospects of Kansas. 

'2d. The principles affirmed by the Supreme Court of 
the United States in the Dred Scott case. 

8d. The condition of things in Utah, and the appropri- 
ate remedies for existing evils. 

KANSAS. 

Of the Kansas question but little need be said at the 
present time. You are familiar with the history of the 
question, and my connection with it. Subsequent re- 
flection has strengthened and confirmed my convictions 
in the soundness of the principles and the correctness of 
the course I have felt it my duty to pursue upon that 
subject. Kansas is about to speak for herself through 
her delegates assembled in Convention to form a Consti- 
tution, preparatory to her admission into the Union on 
an equal footing with the original States. Peace and 
prosperity now prevail throughout her borders. The 
law under which her delegates are about to be elected, 
is believed to be just and fair in all its objects and pro- 
visions. There is every reason to hope and believe that 
the law will be fairly interpreted and impartially exe- 
cuted, so as to insure to every bona Jlds inhabitant the 
free and quiet exercise of the elective franchise. If any 
portion of the inhabitants, acting under the advice of 
political leaders in distant States, shall choose to absent 
themselves fi'ora the polls, and withhold their votes, with 
a view of leaving the Free State Democrats in a minority, 
and thus securing a Pro-Slavery Constitution in opposi- 
tion to the wishes of a majority of the people living 
under it, let the responsibility rest on those who, for 
partisan purposes, will sacrifice the principles they pro- 
fess to cherish and promote. Upon them, and upon the 
pulitical party for whose benefit and under the direction 



of whose leaders they act, let the blame be visited of 
fastening upon the people of a new State, institutions 
repugnant to their feelings and in violation of their 
wishes. The organic act secures to the people of Kansas 
the sole and exclusive right of forming atid regulating 
their domestic institutions to suit themselves, subject to 
no other limitation than that which the Constitution of 
the United • States imposes. The Democratic party is 
determined to see the great fundamental principles of 
the organic act carried out in good faith. The present 
election law in Kansas is aclcnowledged to be fair and 
just — the rights of the voters are clearly defined — and 
the exercise of those rights will be efficiently and scru- 
pulously protected. Ueuce, if the minority of the 
people of Kansas desire to have it a Free State (and we 
are told by the Republican party that nine-tentlis of the 
people of that Territory are Free State men), there is no 
obstacle In the way of bringing Kansas into the Union 
as a Free State, by the votes and voice of her own peo- 
ple, and in conformity with the principles of the Kansas- 
Nebraska act ; provided all the Free State men wUl go 
to the polls, and vote their principles in accordance with 
their'professions. If such is not the result let the conse- 
quences be visited upon the heads of those whose policy 
it is to produce strife, anarchy and bloodshed in Kansas, 
that their party may profit by Slavery agitation in the 
Northern States of this Union. That the Democrats in 
Kansas will perform their duty fearlessly and nobly, 
according to the principle they cherish, I have no doubt, 
and that the result of the struggle will be such as will 
gladden the heart and strengthen the hopes of every 
friend of the Union, I have entire confidence. 

The Kansas q lediiou being settled peacefully and satis- 
factorily, in accurilance with the wishes of her own people. 
Slavery agitation should be banUhed from the halls of 
Congress, and cease to be an exciting element in oar 
politiuHl struggles. GiTe fair play to that principle of 
seif-governuieut which recngnizes the righi of the people 
of each State and Territory, to form and regulate their 
own domestic institutions, and sectional strife will be 
forced to give place to that fraternal feelius which 
animated the fathers of the Revolution, and made every 
citizen of every State of this glorious confederacy a meui* 
ber of a common brotherhood. 

That we are steadily and rapidly approaching that re- 
suit, I cannot doubt, for the Slavery iitsue has already 
dwindled down to the narrow liuiiis covered by tlM 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United biates in the 
Dred Scott case. ' The moment that decision was pro* 
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Dounoed, and before the opinions of the Court could be 
published and read by the people, the newspaper press in 
tlie interest of a powerful polliical party in this country, 
began to pour forth torrents of abuse and misrepresenta- 
tions, not only upon the decision, but upon the character 
and motives of the Teuerable Chief Justice and his illus- 
trioos asitociates on the bench. The character of Chief 
Justice Taney and the associate Judges who concurred 
with him, require no eulogy — no vindication from me. 
Tiiey are endeared to the people of the United States by 
tiieir eminent public services — venerated for their great 
learning, wisdom and experience— and beloved for the 
spotless purity of their characters and their exemplary 
lives. The poisonous shafts of partisan malice will fail 
harudeas at their feet, white their judicial decisions will 
stand in all future time, a proud monument to their great- 
uebs, the admiration of the good and wise, and a rebulce 
to the partisans of faction and lawless violence. If, 
uufortunately, any considerable portion of the people of 
ttie United States shall so far forget their obligations to 
society as to allow partisan leaders to array them in 
violent resistance to the final decision of the highebt 
judicial tribunal on eartli, it will become the duty of all 
tlie friends of order and constitutional government, with- 
out reference to past political differences, to organize 
themselves and marshal tlieir forces under the glorious 
banner of the Union, in vindication of the Constitution 
and the supremacy of the laws over the advocates of 
faction and tlie champions of violence. To preserve the 
Constitution inviolate, and vindicate the supremacy of 
the laws, is the first and highest duty of every citicen of a 
free Republic. The peculiar merit of our form of govern- 
ment over all others, consists in the fact that the law, 
instead of the arbitrary will of a hereditary prince, pre- 
scribes, defines and protects all our rights. In this 
country the law is the will of tlie people, embodied and 
expressed according to the forms of the Constitution. 
The Courts are the tribunals prescribed by the Constitu- 
tion, and created by the authority of the people to deter- 
mine} expound and enforce tlie law. Uence, whoever 
retiists the final decision of the liighest judicial tribunal, 
aims a deadly blow to our whole republican system of 
government — a blow which, if successful, would place all 
our rights and liberties at tiie mercy of passion, anarchy 
and violence. I repeat, therefore, that if resistance to 
the decisions of the Supreme Court of tlie United State:*, 
ill a matter like the points decided in theDred Scott case, 
clearly within their jurisdiction as defined by the Con- 
btiitttion, shall be forced upon the country as a political 
is.>ue, it will become a distinct and nalced issue between 
tlie friends and the enemies of the Constitution — the 
'rieudd and tiie enemies of the supremacy of the laws. 

THE DRED SCOTT DECISION. 

The case of Dred Scott was an action of trespass, «» et 
an»is^ in the Circuit Court of the United States for the 
Diatiict of Missouri, for the purpose of estabUsIiing his 
claim to be a free man, and was taken by writ of error 
on the application of Scott to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, where the final decision was pronounced 
by Chief ^Justice Taney. The facts of the case were 
agreed upon and admitted to be true by both parties, 
and were in substance, that Dred Scott was a negro slave 
in Missouri, that he went with his master, who was an 
officer in the army, to Fo>-t Armstrong, on Kock Island, 
and thence to Fort Snelling on the west bank of the Mis- 
Biasippi River, and within the country covered by the act 
of Congress known as the Missouri Compromise : and then 
he reaccompanied his master to the State of Missouri, 
where he has since remained a slave. Upon this state- 
ment of facts two important and material questions arose, 
besides several incidental and minor ones, which it was 
incombent upon tlie Court to take noUce of and decide. 
The Court did not attempt te avoid responsibility by dis- 

eoaing of the caso upon technical points without touch- 
ig the merits, nor did they go out of thehr way to decide 
questions not properly before them and directly present- 
ed by the record. Like honest and conscientious judges, 
ad they are, they met and dedded each point as it arose, 
and fHdthfully performed their whole duty and nothing 
bat their duty to the country by determining all the 
questions in the case, and notUng but what was essen- 
=tial to the decision of the case upon its merits. The State 
Courts of Missouri had decided against Dred Scott, and 
declared liim and his children slaves, and the Circuit 
Goturt of the United States for the district of Missouri 
bad decided the same thing in this very case which had 
thus been removed to the Supreme Court of the United 
States by Scott, with the hope of reversing the decision 
oi the Circuit Court and securing his freedom. If the 
Supreme Court had dismissed the writ of error for want 
of jur.8diction, without first examining into and deciding 



the merits of the case, aa Miey are now denounced and 
abtised for not having don 4, the result would have been 
to remand Dred Scott and his children to perpetual 
Slavery under the decisions which had already been 
pronounced by the Supreme Court of Missouri, as well 
as by the Circuit Court of the United States, witht ut 
obtaining a decision on the merits of his case by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. Suppose Chief Jus- 
tice Taney and his associates had thus remanded Dre« 
Scott and his children back to Slavery on a plea t 
abatement or apy mere technical point, not touching th*. 
merits of the question, and without deciding whether 
under the Constitution and laws as applied to the facts of 
the case Dred Scott was a free man or a slave, would they 
not have been denounced with increased virulence and 
bitterness on the charge of having remanded Dred 
Scott to perpetual Slavery without first examining the 
merits of his case and ascertaining whether he was a 
slave or not ? 

If the case had been disposed of in that way, who can 
doubt that such would have been the character uf the de- 
nunciations which would have been hurled upon the 
devoted heads of those illustrious Judges with much 
more plausibility and show of fairness than they are now 
denuuuced for having decided the case fairly and hon« 
estly upon its merits? 

The material and controlling points of the case— those 
which have been made the subject of unmeasured abuse 
and denuDciation — may be thus stated : 

1. The Court decided that under the Constitution of thr 
United States a negro descended from slave parents is 
not and cannot bea citizen of the United Stales. 

2. That the act of the 6th of March, 1820, commonly 
called ihe Missouri Compromise act, was unconstitutional 
and void ^before it was repealed by the Nebraska act, anr; 
consequently did not and could not have the legal effect 
of extinguishing a master's right to his slave in that 
Territory. While the right continues in full force under 
the guaranty of the Constitution, and cannot be tiivusted 
or alienated by an act of Congress, it necessarily remain: 
a barren and a worthless rig.t, unless sustained, pro- 
tected and enforced by appropriate police regulations and 
local legislation, prescribing adequate remedies for its 
violation. These regulations and remedies must necessa- 
rily depend entirely upon the will and wishes of the 
people of the Territory, as they can only be prescribed by 
the local Legislatures. Hence the great principle of 
popular sovereignty and self-government is sustained 
and firmly establislied by the authority of this decision. 
Tlius it appears that the only sin involved in the passage 
of the Kansas-Nebraska act consists in the fact of having 
removed trom the statute-book an act of Congress which 
was unauthorited by tlie Constitution of the United 
States, and void because pa$>sed without constitutional 
authority, and constituted in lieu of it the great funda- 
mental principle of self-goverumeut, which recognises the 
rights of the people of such State and Territory to control 
tlieir own domestic concerns. 

I will direct attention to the question involved in the 
first proposition, to wit : That tlie negro is not and can- 
not be a citisen of the United States. 

We are told by a certain political organization that 
that decision is cruel— is inhiraian and infamous, and 
should neither be respected nor obeyed. What is the 
objection to that decision? Simply that the negro is not 
a citizen. What is the object of making him a citizen? 
Of course to give him the rights, privileges and immuni- 
ties of a citizen, it being the great fundamental law in 
our Government, that under the law, citizens are equal in 
their rights and privileges. It is said to bt Inhuman — lo 
be infamous — to deprive an African negro of these privi- 
leges of citizenship, wiiich would put him on an equality 
with the other citizens of the country 

Now, let me ask my fellow-dtizens, are you prepared to 
resist the consUtuted authorities of this country, in order 
to secure citizenship, and, through citizenship, equality 
with the wliite man. (Voices, ** No I no !"> If you are, you 
must reverse the whole policy of this State — the organic Un 
of our own State. In order to carry out that principle of 
negro citizenship and negro equality under the law, you 
must not only reverse the organic law in our own State^ 
but of every other State in this Union. But you have not 
accomplished it then ; you must make furious war upon 
the slaveholding States, to compel them to eojancipate and 
set at liberty thehr three nullions of slaves. When that 
shall be done, before you have secured that great princi- 
ple of equality to the son of Africa, you must strike out 
of the constitution of Illinois that provldon which prevents 
a negro, whether ftee or slave, from crossing the Ohio or 
the Mississippi, and coming into Illinois to reside. When 
you shall have made that change in our organic law, and 
turned loose all the Africans that may choose to come 
from the slaveholding States to settle upon our prablesi 
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Mid turn nilnoia into a negro colony, rather than iuto a 
State of whiUo men, stUlyott have not secured to the negro 
the rights of citixenahip on an equality with the white man. 
iE'oa must then strike the word ** white" out of the consti- 
tution of our own State, and- allow the negro to come to 
our polls and vote on an equality with yourselves. You 
must also change the Constitution in that respect that de- 
Clares, that a negro shall not be eligible to office, and de- 
clare that a negro shall be eligible to your Legislature, to 
the bar, bench, and gubernatorial chair. And still you 
have not reached that point to which we are told we must 
go, of placing the negro on an equality with other citizens. 
You must admit him to the Jury-box, and license him by 
law to marry a white woman. And then you will have 
secured nearly all the privileges that the decision of the 
Supreme Court has denied him. (Applause.) 

I submit to you, fellow-citisens, whether any man can 
pronounce the decision inhuman and infamous, without 
resorthig to that great prLociple, which, carried out, 
puts the negro on an equality with other citizens. But 
listen to the speeches of any one of those who sympathise 
so much with the poor African that they are not willing to 
allow him to occupy an inferior position, and you will find 
that they all adhere to the position of negro equality. For 
instance, did you ever hear any of them make a public 
speech in which he did not quote the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, that " we hold all men are bom free and equal," 
and then appeal to you to know whether Slavery could be 
justified or palliated by any man who believed in the De- 
claraUon of Independence. Do they not argue that by 
this instrument negroes were declared to be born equal to 
white men ; and hence, any man who Is opposed to carry- 
ing out that great dear principle of theirs, of negro 
equality with the white man, is opposed to the Declaration 
of Independence. 

Now, my friends, permit me to reply to this assumption, 
that the Declaration of Independence declared the negro 
to be equal with white men, by a few historical facts re- 
corded in oar school-books, and familiar to our children. 
By reference to the History of the United States, you will 
find that on the Fourth of July, 1776, when the Declara- 
tion of Independence was put forth, the thirteen colonies 
were then, each and all of them, slaveholding colonies. 
Ea^h signer of the Declaration, without an exception, re- 
presented a slaveholding constituency. Every battle of 
the Revolutionary War, from Lexington and Bunker Hill 
to King's Mountain and Yorktown, was fought in a slave- 
holding constituency. The treaty of peace with Great 
Britain which acknowledged our independence, waslenade 
on the part of Great Britain on the one side and the thir- 
teen originni slaveholding States on the other. Passing 
from that to the formation of the Constitution of the 
United States, you will find that instrument was framed, 
and adopted, and put into operation with the immortal 
Washington at the head, by twelve slaveholding States 
and one freo State, or one State about to become free. In 
view of these facts, I submit to you whether any sane man 
can assert that the founders of our institutions intended to 
put the negro and the white man on an equality in the sys- 
tem of government which they adopted ? If the signers of the 
Declaration had intended to declare the negro equal to the 
irtdt^ man, would not they, on that very day, have abolished 
Slavery in every one of the States of the Union in order to 
have conformed to that Declaration ? If any one of these 
States had thus understood the Declaration of Indepen-^ 
dence, would not that State then immediately have abol- 
ished Slavery, and put the negro on an equality with the 
white man in conformity with that Declaration? Did they 
do so ? I have already shown you that no one of those 
States abolished Slavery during the whole period of the 
Revolutionary war. I have already stated, and I challenge 
contradiction, that to this day no one of them has put 
the negro on an equality with the white man in all the 
laws touching on the relations of life. And yet, if they 
honestly believed the Declaration of Independence meant 
negroes as well as white men, they were bound to advocate 
every law so as to carry out their principle. Theh* posi- 
tion on this subject would charge the signers of that De- 
cUration with hypocrisy in making it to the world, and 
going on to fight battles on the principle thus asserted. 
But n-) vindication U needed from me of those immortal 
men who drafted, and signed, and proclaimed to the world 
the Declaration of Independence. They did what they 
professed. They had reference to the white man, and to 
him only, whefl they declared all men were created equaL 
They were in a struggle with Great Britain. The principle 
they were asserting was that a British subject, bom on 
American soil was equal to a British subject bora in Eng- 
land — that a British subject here was entitled to all the 
rights, and privileges, and immunities, under the Britidi 
Coovitution, that a British subject in England ei^oyed ; 
tliat their rights were inalienable, and hence that Parlia- 
ment, whose power was omuipotcut, bad no power to 



alienate them. They did not mean the negroes and In- 
dians—they did not say we white men and negroes wera 
bom equal ; but they were speaking ol the race of people 
who colonized America, who ruled America, and who were 
declaring the liberties of Americans, when they proclaimed 
the self-evident truth that those men were bom free acd 
equaL And if you will examine the journal of the Conti- 
nental Congress you will find this great principle carried 
out. No one of the colonies would then consent to the De- 
claration of Independence until they had placed on the 
record the express reservation, that each colony reserved 
and retained to itself the sole and exclusive right of regu- 
lating its own domestic concerns and police regulattone. 
It was made a fundamental condition of the. DeclaratloB, 
that tliis right should be forever reserved beyond the 
power of Congress or other Confederation or power on 
earth, except the free will of their own people. The arti- 
cles of confederation were based upon the same great fun- 
damental principle, and the Constitution of the United 
States was adopted for the purpose of preserving and car- 
rying into effect the same grand principle that made vm 
one people for one specified uDjeet, but Reserved to each 
State and each locality the sole and exclusive privilege of 
managing its own domestic concerns. 

At that day the negro was looked upon as a being of an 
inferor race. All history had proved that in no part of 
the world, or of the world's history, had the negro ever 
stiown himself capable of self-government, and it was not 
the intention of the founders of this Government to 
violate that great law of God, which made the distinction 
between the white and the black man. That distinction is 
plain and palpable, and it has been the rule of civilisation 
and of Christianity (he world over, that whenever any 
one man, or set of men, were incapable of taking care of 
themselves, they should consent to be governed by those 
who were capable of managing their affairs for them. It 
is on that principle that your courts of justice appoint 
guardians to take charge of the idiot, the lunatic, the 
insane, blind, dumb, the unfortunate, whatever may be his 
condition. And ifhistory had proved that the negro race, 
as a race, were incapable of tielf-government, It was not 
only ttie right but the duty of those wtio were capable to 
provide for them. It did not necessarily fullow that thej 
were to be reduced to Slavery. The true principle is that 
the inferior race should be allowed to ei^oy all their 
rights, which their nature Is capable of exercising and 
ei^oying, consistently with the good of society. I would 
not advocate that the negro should be treated harshly or 
unkindly. Far from it. I would extend and secure to 
him every right, privilege and immunity he was capable 
of ei^oying consistent with the highest welfare of society. 
The Constitution is founded on that great principle, and 
leaves to each State, as the articles of confederation did 
to each colony, the right to determine for itself what 
these principles were, and the extent of them, in order 
that they might adopt their laws to their actual condition. 
Under that great provision, Illinois has chosen to say, 
that the negro shall not come here to reside — that a negro 
shah not vote — shall not hold office — shall notserve in the 
jury-box— shall not marry white women— and I think 
thai the Constitution of Illinois is wisely framed as to this 
provision. On tlie other hand, Kentuclcy goe« farther, 
and deprives the negro of his right over his person.. 
Kentucky, under the Constitution, had a right to make 
Uiat provision. We have no right to complain of her, 
nor can she complain of us. Each has the right to do as 
it pleases, and each must mind Its own business and not 
interfere with its neighbor's concerns. (Applause.) 

Our fathers, when ttiey framed this Government, had 
witnessed the sad and melancholy results of the mixture 
of the races in Mexlcn, South America and Central 
America, where tlie Spanish, from motives of policy, had 
admitted the negro and other inferior races to citisenship 
and, consequently, to political and social amalgamation. 
The demoralization and degradation which prevailed in 
the Spanish and French colonies, where no distinctions on 
account of color or race were tolerated, operated as a 
warning to our revolutionary fathers to preserve thu 
purity of the white race, and to establish their political, 
social and domestic institutions upon such a basis a? 
would forever exclude the Idea of negro citizenship and 
negro equality. (Applause.) 

They understood that great natural law which dedares 
that amalgamation between superior and inferior rac«8 
brings their posterity down to the lower level of the infe- 
rior, but never elevates them to the high level of the su- 
perior race. I ap|>eal to each of those gallant yonnf 
men before me, who won Immortal glory on the bloody 
fields of Mexico, in vindication of their country's right 
and honor, whettier their information and observation in 
that country does not fully sustain the troth of the pro- 
position that amHigHmation is degradation, demoraliaa- 
I tion, disease and death? Is it true that the «egro is oar 
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eqaal and onr brother f The history of the times clearly 
Biiow that our fathers did not regard the African race as 
any kin to ihf in. and determined so to lay the foundaiiou 
of society and governiueiit tliat they sliould never be uf 
kin to their posterity. (Immense Npplause.) 

But, when you confei upon the African race the privi- 
leges of citiBensliip, and put them on an equuliiy with 
wiiite men at the polls, in the Jury-box, on tlie bench, in 
tiie Executive chair, and in the councils of the nation, 
upon what principle will you deny their equality at the 
fesMve board and in tlie domestic circle f 

Tlie supreme Court of the United States have decided 
tiiat, under the Cuustitution, a negro in not and cannot 
be a citisen. 

The Reifublican Abolition party pronounce that decision 
cruel, iniiuuiMn and infamous, and appeal to tlie Ameri- 
can people to disregard and refuse to obey it. Let us 
join issue with tliein, and put ourselves upon the country 
for trial. (Cheers and applause.) 

CONDITION OF AFFAIRS IN UTAH, AND THE 

RKMfiDY. 

Mr. President, I will now respond t« the call which has 
been made upon me for my opinions of the condition of 
things in Utah, and the appropriate remedies fur existing 
evils. 

The Territory of Utah was organised under one of the 
acts known as the Compromise Measures of 1850, on the 
supposition that the inhabitants were American citiEens, 
owing and acknowledging allegiance to the United States, 
and consequently entitled to the benefits of selt-govern- 
raent wliile a Territory, nnd to admission in the Union 
on an equal fttoting with the original States, as soon as 
they should number the requisite popuUtlon. It was 
conceded on all han<i8, and by all parties, that the pt- cu- 
liarities of their religious faith and ceremonies interposed 
no yalid and constitutional ofcyection to their reception 
into the Union, in conformity with the Fe<lerul Constitu- 
tion, so long as th*-y were in all other respects entitled to 
admission. Hence, the great political parties of the 
country indorsed and approved the Compromise Mea- 
sures of 1850. including the act for the organisation of the 
Territory of Utah, with the hope and in the confidence 
that tlie inhabitants wiiuld conform to the Cunsritution 
and law.s, and prove themselves worthy, respectable and 
law-abiding citizens. If we are. permitted to place cre- 
dence in the rumors and reports' from that country (and 
it must be admitted that they have increased and 
strengthened and assumed consistency and plausibility by 
each successive mail), seven years* experience has tii^i- 
closeda state of facts entirely different from that which 
was supposed to exist when Utah was organised. These 
rumors and reports would seem to justify the belief that 
the following facts are susceptible of proof. 

1. That nine-tenths of the inhabitanta are aliens by 
birth, who have refused to become naturalized, or to 
take the oath of allegiance, or to do any other act recog- 
nizing the Government of the United States as the para- 
mount authority in that Territory. 

2. That all the inhabitants, whether native or alien 
born, known as Mormons, (and they constitute the whole 
people of the Territory), are bound by horrid oaths and 
terrible penalties, to recognise and maintain the autho- 
rity of Brigham Young, and the government of which he 
is the head, as paramount to that of the United States, 
in civil as well as in religious affairs ; and that they will. 
In due time, and under the direction of their leaders, 
use all means in their power to subvert the government 
of the United States, and resist its authority. 

8. That the Mormon government, with Brigham Young 
at its bead, is now forming alliance with Indian tribes 
in Utah and adjoining territories— stimulating the In- 
dians to acts of hostiUty— and organizing bunds of his 
own followers under the name of *' Danites, or Destroy- 
ing Angels,^* to prosecute a system of robbery and 
murders upon American citizens, who support the 
authority of the United States, and denounce the in- 
famous and disgusting practices and institutions of the 
Mormon Government. 

If, upon a full investigation, these representations 
shall prove true, they will establish the fact that the 
Mormon inhabitants of Utah, as a community, are out- 
laws and alien enemies, unfit to exercise the right of 
self-government under the organic act, and unworthy to 
be admirted into the Union as a State, when their only 
object in seeking admission is to interpose the sov- 
ereignty of the State, hs an invincible shield to protect 
tkem in their treason and crime, debauchery and in- 
famy. (Applause. ) 

Under th.s view of the subject, I think it \b the duty 
of the President, as I have no doubt it is his fixed pur- 
pose to remove Brigham Youn^ and adi his followers 



from office, and to fill thehr placet with boM^ able, and 
true men, and to cause a thorough and searching iuvev 
tigation into all Uie crimes and enormltiea wUch are 
alleged to be perpetrated daily in that Territory, under 
the direction of Brigham Young and his confederates 
and to use all the military force necessary to protect 
the officers in the discharge of their duties, and to en- 
force the laws of the land. (Applause.) 

When the authentic evideiice shall arrive, if it shall 
establish the facts which are believed to exist, it will be- 
come the duty of Congress to apply the knife and .lut 
out this loathsome, disgusting ulcer. (Applause.) No 
temporizing policy— no halfway measures will then an- 
swer. It has been supposed by those who have not 
thought deeply upon the subject, that an act of Con- 
gress prohibiting murder, robbery, polygamy, and other 
crimes, with appropriate penalties for those offences, 
would afford adequate remedies for all the enormitlM 
complained of. Suppose such a law to be on the sta- 
tute book, and I believe they have a criminal code, prO'- 
viding the usual punishment for the entire catalogue bf 
crimes, according to the usages of all civilized and 
Christian countries, with the exception of polygamy, 
which is practised under the sanction of the Mormon 
Church, but is neither prohibited nor authorized by the 
laws of the Territory. 

Suppose, I repeat, that Congress should pass a law 
prescribing a criminal code, and punishing polygamy 
among other offences, what other effect would it have— 
what good would It do ? Would you call on twenty-three 
grand Jurymen, with twenty-three wives each, to find a 
bill of indictment against a poor miserable wretch for 
having two wives ? (Cheers and laughter.) Would you 
call upon twelve petit jurors, with twelve wives 
each, to convict the same loathsome wretch for having 
two wives ? (Continued applause. ; Would you expect 
a grand jury composed of twenty-three " Danites *' to 
find a bill of indictment against a bi other " Danite " for 
having murdered a Gentile, as they call all American 
citizens, under their direction? Much less would you 
expect a jury of twelve ** destroying angels " to find 
another *' destroying angel " guilty of the crime of mur- 
der, and cause him to be hanged for no other offence 
than taking the life of a Gentile ? No ! If there Is any 
truth In the reports we receive from Utah, Congress may 
pass whatever laws It chooses ; but you cau never rely 
upon the local tribunals and juries to punish crimes com- 
mitted by Mormons in that t'enitory. Some other and 
more effectual. remedy must be devised and applied. In 
my opinion, the first step should be the absolute and 
unconditional repeal of the organic act — blotting the 
Territorial Government out of existence — upon the 
ground that they are outlaws, denying their allegiance 
and defying the authorities of the Un.ted iStates. Um- 
mense applause.) 

The Territoiial Government once abolished, the conn-, 
try would revert to Its pi imitive condition pricr to the 
act of 1850, '* under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United States," and should be placed under tlie 
operation of the act of Congress of the 80th of April, 
171)0, and the various acts supplemental thereto and 
amendatory thereof, **■ providing for the punishment of 
crimes against the United States within any fort, arsenal 
dockyard, magarine, ok ant other plack ok DidTKiCT 
OP Country, undiiir thk solk akd exclvsivs jurisdio' 
Hon o/t/i6 United Sttitea," All offenses against the 
provisions of these acts are required by law to be tried 
and punished by the United States Courts In the States 
or Territories where the offenders shall be '^pikst apprk- 
hknokj) or brought pok trial.'* Thus it will be seen 
that under the plan proposed, Bkiohau Youno and his 
confederates could be " apprehended and brought for 
trial," to Iowa or Missouri, California or Oregon, or to 
any other adjacent State or Territory, where a fair trial 
could be had, and justice administered impartially — 
where the witnesses could be protected and the judg- 
ment of the court could be carried into execution, with- 
out violence or intimidation. I do not propose to intro- 
duce any new principles into our Jurisprudence, nor to 
change the modes of proceeding or the rules of practice 
in our Courts. I only propose to place the district of 
country embraced within the Territory of Utah under 
the operation of the same laws and rules of proceeding, 
that Kansas, Nebraska, Minnesota and our other Terri- 
tories weie placed before they became organised Terri- 
tories. The whole country embraced within these Terri- 
tories was under the operation of that same system of 
laws, and all the offenses committed within the same 
were punished in the manner now proposed, so long as 
the country remained ** under the sole and exclusive 
Jurisdiction of the United States ;" but the moment the 
country was organized Into Territorial Qovernmento, 
with legislative, executive and Judicial departmental 
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it ceased to be under the sole and exclusire Jurisdiction 
of the United States, within the meaning of the act of 
Congress, for the reason that it had passed under another 
and a different jurisdiction. Hence, if we abolish the 
Territorial Government of Utah, preserving all existing 
rights, and place the country under the sole and exclusive 
jurisdiction of the United States, offenders can be ap- 
prehended and brought into the adjacent States or Ter- 
ritories for punishment, in the same manner and under 
the same rules and regulations which obtained and 
have been uniformly practiced under like circumstances 
since 1790. 

If the plan proposed shall be found an effective and 
adequate remedy for the evils complained of in Utah, 
no one, no matter what his political creed or partisan 
associations, need be apprehensive that it will violate 
any cherished theory or constitutional right in regard 
to the government of the Territories. It is a great 
mistake to suppose that all the territory or land belong- 
ing to the United States must necessarily be governed 
by the same laws and under the same clause of the 
Constitution, without reference to the purpose to which 
it is dedicated or the use which It is proposed to make of 
it ; while all that portion of the countiy which is or shall 
be set apart to become new States, must necessarily be 
governed under and consistent with that clause of the 
Coinstitution which authorizes Congress to admit new 
States, it does not follow that other territory, not 
intended to be organized and admitted into the Union 
as States, must be governed under tiie same clause of 
the Constitution, with all the rights of self-government 
and State equality. For instance, if we should purchase 
Vancouver's Island from G-reat Britain for the purpose 
of removing all the Indians from our Pacific territories 
and locating them on that island as their permanent 
home, with guaranties that it should never be occupied 
or settled with white m^, will it be contende'd that the 
purchase should be made and the island governed under 
the power to admit new States when it was not acquired 
for that purpose, nor intended to be applied to that 
object ? Being acquired for Indian purposes and applied 
to Indian purposes, it is not more reasonable to assume 
that the power to acquire was derived from the Indian 
clause, and the island must necessarily be governed under 
and consistent with that clause of the Constitution which 
relates to Indian affah^. Again, suppose we should deem 
it expedient to buy a small island in the Mediterranean 
or the Carribean Sea for a naval station, can it be 
said with any force or plausibility that the purchase 
should be made or the island governed under the power 
to admit new States ? On the contrary, is it not obvious 
that the right to acquire and govern in that case is de- 
rived from the power *' to provide and maintain a navy," 
and must be exercised consistently with that power. So, 
if we purchase land foi forts, araenals, or other military 
purposes, or set apart and dedicate any territory which 
. vre now own for a military reservation, it immediately 
passes under the military power and must be governed 
in harmony with it. So if the land be purchased for a 
uint, it must be governed under the power to coin 



money ; or, if purchased for a post-office, it must be 
governed under the power to establish post-offices and 
post-roads ; or, for a custom-house, under the power to 
regulate commerce; or for a court-house, under the 
judiciary power. In short, the clause in the Constitution 
under which any land or territory belonging to tne 
United States must be governed, is indicated by the 
object for which it was acquired and the purpose for 
wliich it is dedicated. So long, therefore, as the organic 
act of Utah shall remain in force, setting apart that 
country for a ne >v State, and pledging the faith of the 
United States to receive it into the Union as soon as it 
should have the requisite population, we are bound to 
extend to it all the rights of self-government, agreeably 
to the clause in the Constitution providing for the ad- 
mission of new States. Hence the necessity of repealing 
the organic act — withdrawing the pledge of admission, 
and placing it under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United States, in order that persons and property 
may be protected, and justice administered, and crimes 
punished under the laws prescribed by Congress in such 
cases. 

While the power of Congress to repeal this organic act 
and abolish the Territorial Government cannot 1^ denied, 
the question may arise whether we possess the moral 
right of exercising the power, after the charter has been 
once granted and the local government organised under 
its provisions. This is a grave question — one which 
sliould not be decided hastily, nor under the influence of 
passion or prejudice. I am free to say that in my opinion 
tliere is no moral right to repeal the organic act of a Ter- 
ritory, and abolish the government organized under it, 
unless the inhabitants of that Territory, as a community, 
have done such acts as amount to a forfeiture uf all rights 
under it — such as becoming alien enemies, outlaws, dis- 
avowing their allegiance, or resisting the authority of 
the United States. These, and kindred acts, wliich we 
have every reason to believe are daily perpetrated in thai 
Territory, would not only give us the moral right, but 
make it our imperative duty to abolish the Territorial 
Government, and place the inhabitants under the sole 
and exclusive jurisdiction of the United Stat-es, to the end 
that justice may be done and the dignity and authority 
of the Government vindicated. 

I have thus presented plainly and frankly my views of 
the Utah question — the evils and the remedy — upon the 
facts as they have reached us, and are supposed to be 
substantially correct. If official reports and authentic 
information shall change or modify these facts, I shall be 
ready to conform my notion to the real facts as they shall 
be found to exist. I have no such pride of opinion as 
wilt induce me to persevere in an error one moment after 
my judgment is convinced. If, therefore, a better plan 
can be devised— one more consistent with justice and 
sound policy, or more effective as a remedy for acknow- 
ledged evils, I shall take great pleasure in adopting it, in 
lieu of the one I have presented to you to-night. 

In conclusion, permit me to express my grateful ac- 
knowledgments for your patient attention and the kind and 
respectful manner in which you have received my remarks. 
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SPEECH OF MR. DOUGLAS. 



On the 16th of January, 1860, Mr. Douglas 
submitted to the United States Senate the fol- 
lowing Kesolution : 

Bs8oh>^y That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to report a bill for the protection of each State 
and Territory of the Union, against invasion by the 
authorities or inhabitants of any other State or Territory ; 
and for the suppression and punishment of conspiracies 
or combinations in any State or Territory with intent to 
invade, assail, or molest the government, inhabitants, 
property, or institations of any other State or Territory 
of the Union. 

This Resolution, coming up as a special order 
on the 23d of January, 

Mr. Douglas said : Mr. President, on HieSSth cf Novem- 
ber last, tiie Governor of Virginia addressed on official 
eomraunication to the President of the U lited States, in 
Miich he said : 



" I have information from various quarters, upon wblch I 
rely, that a conspiracy of formidable extent, in meaoa and 
numbers, is formed in Ohio, Pennsylvania, New-York, aad 
other States, to rescue John Brown and his associate, pri- 
soners at Charleston, Virginia. The information is specific 
enough to be reliable '* 

" Places in Maryland, Ohio, and PennsylvMiia, have been 
occupied as depots and rendezvous by these desperadoes, un- 
obstructed by guards or otherwise, to invade this State, aud 
we are kept in continual apprehension of outrage fr^^n fira 
and rapine. I apprise you uf these facts in order that you 
may take steps to preserve peace between the Stales." 

To this communication, the President of the United 
States, on the 28th of November, returned a reply, from 
which I read the following sentence : 

" I am at a loss to discover any provision in the OonsUtutfoti 
or laws of the United States wliich would authorize me to 
' take steps for this purpose.' " [That is, to preserve the peace 
between the States.] 

Mr. Douglas argued at considerable length, to 

prove that the Constitution does provide for the 



MR. DOUGLAS' PROPOSED SEDITION LAW. 



169 



ptotection, by the Federal Government, of ^ach 
State against invasion from any and all sources, 
and continued: 

The question then remaining is, what legislation is 
necessary and proper to render this guaranty of the 
Constitution effectual ? I presume there will be very 
little difference of opinion that it will be qecessary to 
ptaee the whole military power of the Qitrernment at the 
disposal of the President, under proper guards and 
restrictions against abuse, to repel and suppress invasion 
when the hodtie force shall be actually in the field. But, 
sir, that is n«>t sufficient. Such legislation would not be 
a full compliance with this guaranty of the Constitution. 
Tl>e firamers of that instrument meant more when they 
gave the guaranty. Marie the difference in language 
between the provision for protecting Uie United St-aies , 
against invasion and that for protecting the States. 
When it provided for protecting the United States, it said 
Congress shall have power to '*r«p«i invasion.'* When 
it came to make this guaranty to the States, it changed 
the language, and said the United States shall '* protect " 
each of the Slates against Invasion. In the one inst^nee, 
the duty of the Government is to repel ; in the other, tiie 
guaranty is that they will protect.* In other words, the 
tJuited States are not permitted to wait ubtil the enemy 
shall b*) upon your borders ; until the invading army 
shall have been organized and drilled and placed in march 
with a view to the invasion ; but they must pass all laws 
neoesfary and proper to insure protection and domestic 
tranquillity to each State and Territory of this Union 
against inva^iun or hostilities from other States and Ter- 
ritories. 

Then, sir, I hold that it is not only necessary to use the 
military power when the actual case' of invasion shall 
occur, but to authorize the judicial department of the 
Government to suppress all conspiracies and combina- 
tions in the several States with iment to Invade a State, 
or molester disturb its government, its peace, its citizens, 
its property or its institutions. You must punish the 
conspiracy, the combination with iutefit to do the act, 
and then you will suppress it in advance. There is no 
principle more familiar to the legal profession tlian that 
wherever it is proper to declare an act to be a crime, it is 
proper to punish a conspiracy or combination with intent 
to perpetrate the bet. Look upon your statute-books. 
Kid I presume you will fin^ an enactment to punish the 
counterfeiting-of the coin of the United States ; and then 
another section to puni-h a man for having counter'teit 
coin in his possession loithintsnt to pass it ; and another 
section to puni-h him for having the molds or dies or in* 
struments for counterfeiting, with intent to use Uiem. 
This is a familiar principle in legislative and judicial pro- 
ceedings. If the act of invasion is criminal, the con- 
spiracy to invade should also be made criminal. If it be 
Unlawful and illegal to invade a State, and run off fugi- 
tive slaves, why not make it unlawful to form conspiracies 
and combinations in the several States with Intent to do 
the act? We have been told that a notorious man who 
has recently suffered death for his crimes upon the gal- 
lows, boasted in Cleveland, Ohio, in a public lecture, a 
year ago^that he had ttien a body of men employed in 
running away horses from the slaveholders of Missouri, 
and pointed to a livery stable in Cleveland which was full 
of the stolep liorses at that time. 

I think it is witiiin our coinpetency, and consequently 
our dqty, to pass a law making every conspiracy or com- 
bination in any State or Territory oi this Union to invade 
another with intent to steal or run away property of any 
kind, whether it be negroes, or horses, or property of any 
other description, into another State, a crime, and punish 
the conspirators by indictment in the United States 
courts and confinement in the prisons and penitentiaries 
of the State or Territory wiiere the conspiracy may1)e 
fornjed and quelled* Sir, I would carry these provi;iions 
of law as far as our constitutional powers will reach. / 
would, make it a crime to form conspiracies with a 
fflew of invading States or Territories to control 
elections^ whether they be under the garb of Emigrant 
Aid Societies of New EngUmd or Blue Lodges of Mis-' 
sourL (Applause in the galleries.) In. other words, 
this provision of the Constitutions means more than the 
mere repelling of an invasion when the invading army 
shall reach the border of a State. The language is, it 
shall protect the State against invasion; the meaultxg of 
^hich is, to use the language of the preamble to the»Cob- 
Btitution,to insure to each State domestic tranquillity 
against external violence. Tliere can be no peace, there 
can be no prosperity, there can be no safety in any com- 
munity, unless it is secured against violence from abroad. 
Why, sir, it has been a question seriously mooted in 
Europe, whether it was not tiie diity of England, a power 
foreign to France, to pass laws to punish conspiracies iji 



England against the lives of the princes of France. 1 
shall not argue tiie question of comity between foreign 
States. I predicate uiy argument upon the Cunstitutiun 
by which we are governed, ^nd which we have sworn to 
obey, and demand that tlie Constitution be executed in 
good faith so as to punish and suppress every combipa- 
tion, every conspiraey, either to invade a State or to 
molest its iniiabitants, or to disturb its property, or to 
subvert its institutions and its government. I believe 
this can be effectually done by authorizing the United 
States courts in the several States to take jurihdiction of 
the offense, and punisii the violation of the law with 
appropriate punishments. 

it cannot be said tihat the time has not yet arrived for 
such legislation. It cannot, be said with truth that the 
Harper's Ferry case*will not be repeated, or is not in 
danger of repetition. It is only hecessai'y to inquire into 
the oiuses wtiich produced tiie Harper's Ferry outrage, 
and iisceriain whether those causes are yet in active 
operation, and then you can determine whether there is 
any ground for appreliensiun that that invasion will be 
repeated. Sir, what were the causes which produced the 
Harper's Furry outrage ? Witliout stopping to adduce 
evidence in detail, I have no hesitation in expressing my 
firm and deliberate conviction that the Harper^s Ferry 
crime was the natural^ logical^ inemUible resultofthe 
doctrines and teachings qf Vt>e Republican papty^ as 
eaoplained and enforced in Uitsir platform^ their par- 
tisun pre^'seSj their pamphlets and books, and espe- 
tiiaUy in tiu speeches of their leaders in and out of 
Congress. (Applause iu the galleries.) 

Andj sir, inasmuch as the Constitution of the United 
States confers upon Congress the power coupled with 
the duty of protecting each State against external 
aggression, and inasmuch as that includes the power of 
suppressing ^nd punishing conspiracies in one State 
agaibst the institutions, property, people, or govern- 
ment of every other State, 1 desire to carry out that 
power vigorously. Sir, give us such a law as the Con- 
stitution contemplates and authorizes, and I will show 
the Senator from New York that there is a constitutional 
mode of repressing the " irrepressible conflict." I will 
open the prison doors to allow conspii ators against t/ie 
peace of the Republic and the domestic ttanqmllity oj 
our States to select their cells wherein to drag out a 
miserable life as a punishment for their crimes against 
the peace of society. . . .' . 

Mr.. President, the mode of preserving peace Is plain. 
This system of sectional warfare must cease. The Con- 
stitution has given the power, and all we ask of Congress 
is to give the means, and we, by indictments and con- 
victions in the Federal courts of our several States, will 
make such examples of the leaders of these conspiracies 
as will strike teriror into the hearts of the others, and 
there will be an end of this crusade. Sir, you must 
check it by crushing out t^e conspiracy, the combina- 
tion, and then there. can be safety. 

[A special committee of the Senate, of which 
Mr. Mason, of Va., was chairman, appointed to 
investigate the Harper's Ferry affair, ascertain 
the cause of the raid; kad report what laws, if 
any, were necessary to prevent a repetition, 
reported near the ^se of the session, that 
the committee were unable to discover that 
any persons were either directly or indirectly 
engaged in the invasion, other than John 
Brown and those who. accompanied him to 
Harper's Ferry.] 

WHAT POPULAR SOVERSIGNTY HAS DONE. 

^rom Mr. Douglas^ Speech in the Senate, May 16, 1860. 

But, we are told that the necessary result of this doc- 
trine of non-intervention, which, gentlemen, by way of 
throwing ridicule upon it, call squatter sovereignty, ia 
to deprive the South of all participation in what they 
call the cbmmon Territories of the United States. That 
was the ground ou which the Senator from Misissippi (Mr. 
JDavis), predicated his opposition to the Compromise 
Measures of 1850- He regarded a refusal,to repeal the 
Mexican law as equivalent to the Wilmot Proviso ; a re- 
fusal to recognize by an act of Congress the right to 
carry a slave there as equivalent to the Wilmot Proviso; 
a refusal to deny to a Territorial Legislature the right to 
exclude Slavery as equivalent to an exclusion. He be« 
lieved at that time that this doctrine did amount to a 
denial of southern' rights ; and he told the people of 
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Mississippi 80 ; but they doubted it. Nov let us see hovr 
for his theory and suppositions have been verified. I 
infer that he told the people of Mississippi so, for he 
makes it a charge in his bill of indictment against me, 
that I am hostile to southern rights because I gave those 
votes. 

Now, what has been- the result? "My views were 
incorporated into the Compromise Measures of 1850, and 
his were rejected. Has the South been excluded from all 
the territory acquired from Mexico ? What says the bill 
from the House of Representatives now on your table, 
repealing the 'slave code in New Mexico, established by 
the people themselves? It is part of the history of the 
eov/ntry that under this doctrine of non-intervention, 
this doctrine that you delight to call squatter sove- 
reignty^ the people of New Measico have introduced 
and protected Slavery in the whole of that Territory. 
Under this doctrine.^ they have converted- a tra>ot of 
Free Territory into Slave Territory^ more than j^e 
times the size of the State of N&u>- York. Under this 
doctrine^ Slavery has been extended from the Hio 
Grande to the- Gulf of California^ a/ndfrom the line of 
the Republic ofMkdco, not only up to S&<leg. 80 min., 
Put vptoSS deg. — giving tod a deoueb and a half mork 

BLAVB TKRBITOKT THAN TOO BVBR CLAIMED. In 1848 and 

1849 and ISoO, you only asked to have the line of 86 deg. 
80 min. . The Nashville convention fixed that as its ulii* 
matum. I offered it in tbe Senate in August, 1S48 and it 
was adopted here but rejected in the House of Represen- 
tatives. You asked only up to 86 deg. 80 min., and non^ 
intervention has given you Slaoe Territory upto^ 

deg,, A DKQRIBB AMD A HALF MORB THAN TOU A8KBD ; 

and yet you say that this is a sacrifice of Southern 
rights I 
These are the fruits of this principle which the Sena. 



tor from Mississippi regards as hostile to the rights of the 
South. Where did you ever get any other fruits that 
.were more palatable to your taste or more refreshing to 
your strength ? What other in ch of Free Territory has been 
converted into Slave Territory on the Ameiican continent, 
since the Revolution, estcept in New Mexico and Arisona, 
under the principle of non-intervention aflSrmed at 
Charleston ? If it be true that this principle of non-inter- 
vention has giwen to Slavery all New Mexico, which was 
surrounded on nearly every side by Free Territory, will 
not the same principle protect you in the northern states 
of Mexico when they are acquired, since they are now sur- 
rounded by Slave Territory ; are several hundred miles 
further South ; have many degrees of greater heat; and 
have a climate and soil adapted to Southern products ? 
Are you not satisfied with these practical results ? Do 
you desire to appeal from the people of the Territories 
to the Congress of the United States to settle tlUs ques- 
tion in the Territories ? When you distrust the people 
and appeal to Congress, with both houses largely against 
you on this question, what sort of protection will you get ? 
Whenever you ask a Slave, code A-om Congress to protect 
your institutions in a Territory where the people do not 
waflt it, you will get that sort of protection which the 
wolf gives to the lamb ; you will get that sort of ftioidly 
hug that the grizzly bear gives to the infant. Appealing 
to an Anti-Slavery Congress to pass laws of protection, 
with a view of forcing Slavery upon- an unwilling and 
hostile people 1 Sir, of. all the mad schemes that ever 
could be devised by the South, or by the enemies of the 
South, that which recognizes the right of Congress to 
touch the institution of Slavery either in States or Terri- 
tories, beyond the single case provided in the Constitu- 
tion- for the rendition of fugitive blaves^is the most 
fataL— 4i>pendto to Congressional Gtobe^ page S14^ 
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A SPEECH BY WILLIAM H. SEWARD, 
' Delivered at Hockester'y Monday^ Oct, 26, 1858. 



FklloW'Citizbns : The nnmistakable outbreaks of zeal 
which occur all around me, show that you are earnest men 
•^-and such a man am L Let us, therefore, at least for a 
time, pass by all secondary and collateral questions, 
whether of a personal or of a general nature, and consider 
the main subject of the present canvass. The Democratic 
party, or, to speak more accurately, the party which wears 
that attractive name, is In possession of the Federal Go- 
vernment. The Republicans propose to dislodge that 
party, and dismiss it from its high trust. 

The main subject, then, is, whether the Democractic 
party deserves to retain the confidence of the American 

feople. In attempting to prove it unworthy, I think that 
am not actuated by prejudices against that party, or by 
prepossessions in favor of its adversary ; for I have learned, 
by some experience, that virtue and patriotism, vice and 
'selfishness, are found in all parties, and that they differ 
less in their motives than in the policies they pursue. 

Our country is a theatre, which exhibits in full opera- 
tion, two radically dififerent political systems; the one 
resting on the basis of servile or slaws labor, the other on 
the b^is of voluntary labor of freemen. 

The laborers vho are enslaved are all negroes, or per- 
sons more or less purely of African derivation. But this 
is only accidental. The principle of the system is, that 
labor in every society, by whomsoever performed, U ne- 
cessarily unintellectual, groveling, and base ; and that the 
laborer, equally for his own good and for the welfare of 
the State, ought to be enslaved. The white laboring man, 
whether native or foreigner, is not enslaved, only because 
he cannot, as yet, be reduced to bondage. 

Tou need not be told now that the slave system Is the 
older of the two, and that once it was universal. 

The emancipation of our own ancestors, Caucasians 
and Europeans as they were, hardly dates beyond a 
period of five hundred years. The great melioration of 
human society which modern times exhibit, is mainly due 
to the incomplete substitution of the system of voluntary 
labor for the old one of servile labor, which has already 
taken place. This African slave system is one which, in 
its origin and In its growth, has been altogether foreign 
fr^m the habits of the races which colonized these States, 

-9 established civilization here. It was introduced on 



this new continent as an engine of conquest, and for the 
establishment of monarchical po^er, by the Portuguese and 
the Spaniards, and was rapidly extended by them all over 
South America, Central America, Louisiana, and Mexico. 
Its legitimate fruits are seen in the poverty, imbecility, and 
.anarchy, which now pervade all Portuguese and ^Mtnisk 
America. The free-labor system is of German extraction, 
and it was established in our country by emigrants from 
Sweden, Holland, Germanv, Great Britain, and Ireland. 
We justly ascribe to its influences the strengtti, wealth, 
greatness, intelligence, and freedom which the whole 
American people now ei^oy. One of the chief elements of 
the value of hvunan life is freedom in the pursuit of happi- 
ness. The slave sjrstem is not only intolerant, uiyust, and 
inhuman toward the laborer, whom, only because he is a 
laborer, it loads down with chiuns and converts into mer> 
chandise, but is scarcely less severe upon the freeman, to 
whom, only because he is a laborer from necessity, it de- 
nies facilities for employment, and whom it expels firom 
the community because it cannot enslave and convert Um 
into merchandise also. It is necessarily improvident and 
ruinous, because, as a general truth, communities prosper 
and flourish or cbroop and decline in just the degree that 
they practice or neglect to practice the primary duties of 
justice and Jiumanity. The free-labor system conforms to 
the 'divine law of equality, which is written in the heartH 
and consciences of men, and therefore is always and eyexy- 
where beneficent. ■ 

. The slave system Is one of constant danger, distrust, 
suspicion, and watchfulness. It debases those whoes 
toil alone can produce wealth and resources for defense, 
to the lowest degree of which human nature is cu>a,ble, 
to guard against mutiny and insurrection, and tiius 
wastes energies which otherwise might be employed In 
national development and aggrandizement. 

llie free-labor system educates all alike, and by open- 
ing all the fields of industrial employment, and aU the 
departments of authority, to the -unchecked i^nd eqnal 
rivalry of all classes of men, at once secures universal 
contentment, and brings into the highest possible acti- 
vity all the physical, moral, and social energies .of the 
whole State. In States where the slave system pferails, 
the masters, directly or indirectly, secure all polit'cal 
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power, and oonstitate a ruling aristocracy. In States 
where the free-labor system prevails, universal Buffruge 
oecessaiily obtains, and the State inevitably beeouie^, 
tfooner or later, a republic or democracy. 

Russia yet maintains Slavery, and is a despotism. 
Most of the other European States have abolished 
Slavery, and adopted the system of free labor. It was 
the antagonistic political tendencies of the two systems 
which the first Napoleon was contemplating when he 
predicted that Europe would ultimately be either all 
Cossack or all Republican. Never did human sagacity 
utter a more pregnant truth. The two systems are at 
once pei ceived to be incongruous. But they are more 
than incongruous — they are incompatible. They never 
have permanently existed together In one country, and 
they never can. It would be easy to demonstrate this 
impossibility, from the irreconcilable contrast between 
their great principles and characteristics. But the expe* 
rience of mankind has conclusively established it 
Slavery, as I have al. eady intimated, existed in every 
state in Europe. Free labor has supplanted it every- 
where except in Russia and Turkey. State necessities 
developed in modern times, are now obliging even tliose 
two nations to encourage and empi y free labor ; and 
already, despotic as they are, we find them en^ged In 
aboliiihlng Slavery. In the United ii^tates, Slav ery came 
into collision with free labor at the close of the lact cen- 
tnry, and fell before it in New-England, New-York, New- 
Jersey, and Pennsylvania, but triumphed over it effec- 
tually, aud excluded it for a period yet undetermined, 
from Virginia, th^ Carolinas, aud Georgia. Indeed, so 
incompatible are the two systems^ that every new State 
which is organised within our ever-extending domain 
makes its first political act a choice of the one and an 
exclusion of the other, even at the cost of civil war, if 
necessary. The Slave States, without law, at the last 
national election, successfully forbade, within their own 
limits, even the casting of votes for a candidate for Presi- 
dent of the United States supposed to be favorable 
ta the establishment of ihe free-labor system in new 
States. 

Hitherto, the two systems have existed in different 
States, but side by side within the American Union. 
This has happened because the Union is a confederation 
of States. But in another aspect the United States con- 
stitute only one nation. Increase of population, which 
ie filling the States out to their ve.y borders, together 
with A new and extended net-work of railroads and 
other avenues, and an Internal commerce which daily 
becomes mo.e intimate, is rapidly bringing the States 
ipto a higher and more perfect social unity or cqu- 
sol'.dation. Thus, these antagonistio systems are con- 
tinually coming ino closer contact, and collision 
results. 

Shall I tell you what this collision means ? They who 
think that it is accidental, unnecessary, the work of in- 
terested or fanatical agitators, and therefore ephemeral, 
mistake the case altogether. It is an irrepressible con- 
flict between opposing and enduring forces, and it 
means that the United States must and will, sooner or 
later, become either entirely a slaveholding nation, or 
enUrely a fi-ee-labor nation. Either the cotton and rice 
fields of South Carolina and the sugar plantations of 
Louisiana will ultimately be tilled by free labor, and 
Charleston and New Orleans become marts for legiti- 
mate merchandise alone, or else the rye-fields and 
wheat-fields of Massachusetts and New- York must agai n 
be surrendered by their farmers to slave culture and to 
the production of slaves, and Boston and New-York be- 
come once more markets for trade in the bodies and 
souls of men. It is the failure to apprehend this great 
truth that induces so many unsuccessful attempts at 
final compromise between the Slave and Free States, 
and it Is the existence of this great fact that renders all 
such ' pretended compromises, when made, va.n and 
ephemeral. Startling as th.s saying may appear to you, 
fi^iow-citisens, it is by no means an orig.nal or even a 
modern one. Our forefathers knew it to be true, and 
unanimously acted upon it when they framed the Consti- 
tution of the United States. They regarded the exist- 
ence of the servile system In so many of the States with 
sorrow and 'shame, which they openly confessed, and 
Ihey looked upon the collision between them, which was 
then Just revealing itself, and which we are now accus- 
tomed to deplore, with favor and hope. They tanew that 
tither the one or the other system must exclusively pre- 
▼alL 

Unlike too many of those who in modem times invoke 
their authority, they had a choice between the two. 
They preferred the system of It ee labor, and tbey deter- 
mined to organise the Government, and so to direct its 
activity,'that that system should surely and certainly 
prevail. For this purpose, and no other, they basod the 
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whole structure of Government broadly on the principle 
that all men are created equal, and therefore free — little 
dreaming that, within the short period of one hundred* 
years, their descendants would bear to be told by any 
orator, however popular, that the utterance of that prin- 
ciple was merely a rhetorical rhapsody ; or by any judge, 
however v^neratiid, that it was attended by mental re- 
servations, which rei^ered it hypocr.tical and false. By 
I the Ordinance of 178lP, they dedicated all of the national 
domain not yet polluted by Slavery to free labor im- 
mediately, thenceforth and forever ; while by the new 
Constitution and laws they invited foreign free labor 
from all lands under the sun, and Interdicted the im- 
portation of African Slave Labor, at all times, in all 
places, and under all circumdtances whatsoever. It is 
true that they necessarily and wisely modified this 
policy of Freedom, by leaving it to the several States, 
affected as they were by differing circumstances, to 
abolish Slavery in their own way and at their own plea- 
sure, instead of confiding that duty to Congress, and 
that they secured to the Slave States, while yet retain- 
ing the system of Slavery, a three-fifths representation 
of slaves in the Federal Government, until they should 
find themselves able to relinquish it with safety. But 
the very nature of these modifications fortifies my posi- 
tion that 'the fathers knew that the two systems conI<i 
not endure within the Union, and expected that within 
a short period Slavery would disappear foi ever. More- 
over, in order Uiat these modifications might not alto- 
gether defeat their grand Resign of a Republic maintain- 
ing universal equality, they provided tliat two-thirds of 
the States might amend the Constitution. 

It remains to say on this point only one word, to guard 
against misapprehension. If these States are to again be- 
come universally slaveholding, I do not pretend to say 
with what violations of the Constitution that end shall be 
accbmpllshed. On the other hand, while I do confidently 
believe and hope that my country will yet become a land 
of universal Freedom, I do not expect that it will be made 
so otherwise than through 'the action of tlie several States 
cooperating with the Federal Government, and all acting 
in strict conformity with their respective Constitutions. 

The'vtrife and contentions concerning Slavery, which 
gently-disposed persons so habitually deprecate, are no- 
thing more than the ripening of the conflict which the fathers 
themselves, not only thus regarded with favor, but which 
they may be said to have instituted. 

It is not to be denied, however, that thus far the course 
of that contest has not been according to their humane 
anticipations and wishes. In the field of federal politics. 
Slavery, deriving unlooked-for advantages from commer- 
cial changes, and energies unforeseen from the facilities of 
combination between members of the slaveholding class 
and between that class and other property classes, early 
rallied, and has at length made a stand, not merely to re- 
tain its original defensive position, but to extend its sway 
throhghout the whole Union. It Is certain that the slave- 
holding class of American citisens hidulge this high ambi- 
tion, and that they derive encouragement for it from ths 
rapid and effective political successes which they have 
already obtained. The plan of operation is this : By con- 
tinued appliances of patronage aud threats of disunion, 
they will keep i majority favorable to these designs in the 
Senate, where each State has an equal representation. 
Through that majority they will defeat, as they best can, 
the admission of Free States, and secure the admission of 
Slave States. Under the protection of the Judiciary, they 
will, on the principle of the Dred Scott case, carry Slavery 
into all the Territories of the United States now existing, 
and hereafter to be organized. By the action of the Pre- 
rident and the Senate, using the treaty-making power, they 
will annex foreign slaveholding States. In a favorable 
conjuncture they will Induce Confess to repeal the act of 
1808, which prohibits the foreign slave-trade, and so they 
will import ft'om Africa, at the cost of only $-^0 a head, 
slaves enough to fill up the interior of the continent. 
Thus relatively increasing the number of Slave States, they 
will allow no amendment to the Constitution prejudicial to 
their interest; and so, having permanently established 
their power, they expect the Federal Judiciary to nullify 
all State laws which shall interfere with internal or foreign 
commerce in slaves. When the Free States shall be suflt- 
cientJy demoralized to tolerate these designs, they reason- 
ably conclude that Slavery will be accepted by those Stattis 
themselves. I shall not stop to show how speedy or how 
complete would be the ruin which the accomplishment of 
these slaveholding schemes would bring upon the country. 
For one, I should not remain in the country to test the sad 
experiment. Having spent my manhood, tiiougfa not my 
whole life, in a Free State, no aristocracy of any kind, 
much less an aristocracy of slaveholders, shall ever make 
the laws of the land in which I shall be content to live. 
Having seen the society around me onlversallj engaged !■ 
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agrieoltiure, m&iinfactures and trade, which were iiAiocent 
and beneficent, I shall never be a denixen of a State 
where lAen and women are reared as cattle, and bought 
and sold as merchandise. When that evil day shall come, 
and all further effort at resistance shall be impositible, 
then, if there shall be no better hope for redemption than 
I can now foresee, I shall say with Vranklin, while looking 
abroad oyer the whole earth for Aiew and more congenial 
home, ** Where liberty dwells, there is my country." 

You will tell me that these fears are extravagfuit and 
chimerical. I answer, they are so ; but they are so only 
because the designs or the slayeholdeni most and caH be 
defeated. But it is only the possibility of defeat that ren- 
dera them. so. They cannot be defeated by inactivity. 
There is no escape from them, compatible with non-resist* 
ance. How, then, and in what way, shall the necessary 
resistance be made ? There is only one way. The Demo- 
cratic paiiiy must be permanently dislodged from the Gov- 
ermnent. The reason Is, that the Democratic party is in- 
extricably committed to the designs of the slaveholders, 
which I liave described. Let me be well understood. I do 
not charge that the Democratic candidates for public office 
now before the people are pledged to, much less that the 
Democratic masses who support them really adopt, those 
atrocious and dangerous designs. Candidates may, and 
generally do, mean to act justly, wisely, and patrioUcally, 
when Uiey shs^ be elected; but they become the ministers 
and servants, not the dictators, of the power which elects 
them. The policy which a party shall pursue at a future 
period is only gradually developed, depending on the oc- 
currence of events never fully foreknown. The motives 
of men, whether acting as electors, or in any other capa- 
city, are generally pure. Nevertheless, it is not more true 
that *^ Hell is paved with good intentions," than it is that 
earth is covered with wrecks resulting from innocent and 
amiable motives. 

The very constitution of the Democratic party commits 
It to execute all the designs of the slaveholders, whatever 
they may be. It is not a party of the whole Union, of all 
the Free States and of all the Slave States ; nor yet i^it a 
party of the Free States in the North and in the Northwest ; 
but it is a sectional and local party, having practically its 
seat withhi the Slave States, and counting its constituency 
chiefly and .almost exclusively there. Of all its represen- 
tatives in Congress and in the Electoral College, two-tliirdi 
uniformly come from these States. Its great element of 
strength lies in the vote of the slaveholders, augmented by 
the representation of three-fifths of the slaves. Deprive 
the Democratic party of this strength, and it would be a 
helpless and hopeless minority, incapable of continued or- 
ganization. The Democratic party, being thus local and 
sectional, acquires new strength from the admission of 
every new Slave State, and loses relatively by the admis- 
sion of every new Free State into the Union. 

A party is, in one sense, a Joint-stock association, in 
which those who contribute most direct the action and 
management of the concern. The slaveholders contribut- 
ing in an overwhelmning proportion to the capital strength 
of the Democratic party, they necessarily dictate and pre- 
scribe its policy. The inevitable caucus system enables them 
to do so. with a ihow of fairness and justice. If it were pos- 
sible to conceive for a moment that the Democratic party 
should <jQsobey the behests of the slaveholders. We should 
then see a withdrawal of the slaveholders, which would 
leave the party to perish. The portion of the party which 
Is found in the Fretf States is a mere appendage, conve- 
nient to modify its sectional character, without mipaixing 
its sectional constitution, and is less effective in regulating 
its movement than the nebulous tall of the comet u in de- 
termining the appointed though apparently eccentric 
course of the fiery sphere from which it emanates. 

To expect the Democratic party to resist Slavery and 
favor Freedom, is as unreasonable as to look for Protestant 
missionaries to the Catholic Propaganda of Rome. The 
history of the Democratic party commits it to the policy 
of Slavery. It has been the Democratic party, and no 
other agency, which has carried that policy up to its pre- 
sent alamUng culmination. Without stopping to ascertain, 
critically, the origin of the present Democratib party, we 
may concede its claim to date from the era of good feeling 
which occurred under the Administration of President 
Monroe. At that time, in this State, and about that time 
in many others of the 'Free States, the Democratic party 
deliberately disfranchised the free colored, or African citi- 
len, and ^it has pertinaciously continued this disfranchise- 
ment cter since. This was an effective aid to Slavery ; 
for while the slaveholder votes for his slaves against Free- 
dom, the freed slave in the Free States is prohibited from 
voting against Slavery. 

In 18^, the Democracy rented the election of John 
Quincy Adams— himself Ubfore that time an acceptable 
democrat -and in 182b, it expelled him from the Presi- 
dency, and put a slaveholder in his place, although the 



office bad been filled by slaveholders thirty-two out of 
forty years. 

In 1886, Martin Van Buren— 4he first Don-elavehol<Sng 
citizen of a -Free State to whose election the Democratic 
partyever consented— signalized his inauguration into the 
Presidency, by a gratuitous announcement, that under no 
circumstances would he ever approve a bill for the aboli- 
tion of Slavery in the District of Columbia. From 1888 to 
1844, the subject of abolishing Slavery in the District of 
Columbia and in the national dock-yards and arsenals, 
was brought before Congress by repeated popiilar appeals. 
The Democratic party thereupon promptly denied the right 
of petition, and effectually suppressed the freedom of 
speech in Congress, so far as theJnstitution of Slavery was 
concerned. 

From 1840 to 1848, good and wise men counselled that 
Texas should remain outside of the Union unti^ she 
should consent to relinquish her self-instituted slavery ; 
but the Democratic partyprecipitated her admission into 
the Union, not only without that condition, but even 
with a covenant that the State might be divided and 
reorganized so as to constitute fqur Slave States Instead 
of one. • 

In 1846, when the United States became involved In a 
war with Mexico, and it was apparent that the straggle 
would end in the dismemberment of that republic, which 
was a non-slaveholdmg power, the Democratic party 
rejected a declaration that Slavery should not be estab- 
lished within the territory to be acquired. When, in 
1S50, governments were to be instituted in the Terrlto* 
ries of California and New-Mexico the f^its of that war, 
the Democratic party refused to admit New-Mexico as a 
Free State, and only consented to admit California as a 
Free fetate on the condition, as it has since explained the 
transaction, of leaving all of New-Mexico and Utah open 
to Slavery, to which was also added the concession ef 
perpetual Slavery in the District of Columbia, and the 
passage of an unconstitutional, cruel, and humiliating 
law, for the recapture of fugitive slaves, with a further 
stipulation that the subject of Slavery should never again 
be agitated in either chamber of Congress. When, in 
1854, the slaveholders were contentedlyreposing on these 
great advantages, then so recently won, the Democratic 
party, unnecessarily, officiously, and with superservicea- 
ble liberality, awakened them from their slumber, to offer 
and force on their acceptanoe tlie abrogation of the law 
which declared that neither Slavery nor involuntary ser- 
vitude should ever exist within th'at part of the ancient 
teri-itoi-y of Louisiana which lay outside of the State of 
Missouri, and north of the parallel of 86 deg. 80 min. of 
north latitude — a law which, with, the exception of one 
Dtherj was the only statute of Freedom then remaining in 
the Federal code. 

In 1856, when the people of Kansas had organized a 
new State within the region thus abandoned to Slavery, 
and applied to be admUted as a Free State into the Union, 
the Democratic party contemptuously rejected their pe- 
tition and drove them, with menaces and intimidations, 
from the halls of Congress, and armed the President with 
military power to enforce their submission to a slave 
code, established over them by fraud and usurpation. 
At every subsequent stage of the long contest which has 
since raged in Kansas, tlie Democratic party has lent its 
sympathies, its aid, and all thepowe.s of the Government 
whicn it controlled, to enfoi ce slavery upon that unwil- 
ling, and injured people. And now, even at this day, 
while it mocks us with the assurance that Kansas is free, 
the Democratic party keeps the State excluded from her 
just and proper place in the Union, under tlie hope that 
she may be dragooned into the acceptance of Slavery. 

The Democratic party, finally, has p; ocured f. om a 
SupreOiO Judiciary, fixed in its interest, a dec. ee that 
Slavery exists by force of the Constitution iu Hve.y Terri- 
tory of the United States, paramount to all legislative 
authority either within the Territory, or residing in Con- 
gress. 

buch is the Democratic; party. It has no policy. State 
or k ederal, for finance or trade, or tuaniifacnire, or com- 
uiorce, or education, or internal imfirrovements, or for the 
proteoiioQ or even the security of civil or religious lib- 
erty. It is positive and uncompromiaiqg in the interest 
of Slavery — ^negative, compromising and vacillating, in 
regard to everything else. It boasts its love of equality 
and wastes its strength, and even its life, in fortifying th% 
only aristocracy knowi^ in the land. It professes frater- 
nity, and, so often as Slavery requires, allies itself with 
proscription. It magnifies itself for conquests in foreign 
lands, but it sends the national eagle forth always wttb 
chains, and not the olive branch, in his fangs. 

This dark record shows you, fellow cittzens, what X 
was unwilling to atmounce at an earlier stage of tbiM 
arguroei)t, that of the whole nefarious schedule of slav*- 
holding designs which I have submitted to you, the DeoM* 
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cratic party has left only one yet t9 be consummated — 
the abrogation of the law which forbids the African slave 
trade. 

Now, I know very well that the Democratic party has, 
tt every stage of these proceedings, disavowed the motive 
^nd Uie policy of fortifying and extending blaveiy, and 
hsM excused them on entirely diflereut and more plausi- 
ble gi*ound8. But the inconsisteocy and fnvolity of 
these pleas prove still more conclusively tlie guilt I 
charge upon that party. It must, indeed, try to excuse 
such guilt before mankind, and even to the consciences 
of Its own adherents. There is an instinctive abhorrence 
of Slavery, and an inborn and inhering love of Freedom 
in the human, heart, which readers palliation of such 
gross misconduct indispensable. It disfranchised the free 
Aflrican on the ground of a fear that, if left to enjoy the 
right o/ suffrage, he might seduce the free white citi- 
zen into amalgamation with his wronged and despised 
race. The Democratic party condemned and deposed 
John Quincy Adams, because be expended $12,000,000 a 
year, while it justifies his favored successor in spending 
$70,000,000, $80,000,000, and even $!• 0,0<X),000, a year. 
It denies emancipation in the District of Columbia, even 
with compensation to masters and the consent of the 
people, on the ground of an implied constitutional inhi-' 
bition, although the Constitution expressly confers upon 
Congress sovereign legislative power in that District, and 
although the Democratic party is tenacious of the prin- 
ciple of strict construction. It violated tiie express pro- 
visions of the Constitution in suppressing petition and 
debate on the sufctject of Savory, ttirough fear of dis- 
turteuce of the public harmony, althougli it claims that 
the electors have a right to instruct their representatives, 
and even demand tlieir resignation in CHses of contu- 
macy. It extended Slavery over Texas, and connived at 
the attempt to spread it across the Mexican territories, 
even to the shores of the Pacific Ocean, under a plea o( 
enlarging the area of Freedom. It abrogated the Mexi- 
can slave law and the Missouri Compromise pruhibition 
of Slavery in Kansas, not to open the new Territories to 
Slavery, but to try therein the new and fascinating 
theories of Non-intervention and Popular Sovereignty; 
and, finally, it overthrew both these new and elegant 
systems by the English Leconipton bill and the Dred 
Scott decision, on the ground that the Free States ought 
not to enter the Union without a population equal to the 
represeutative basis of one member of Congress, although 
Slave States might cume in without iuspectten as to their 
numbers. 

Will any member of the Democratie party now here 
claim that the autlM>ritles chosen by the suffrages of the 
party transcended their partisan platforms, and so misre-t 
presented the party In the various transactions I have 
recited? Then I ask him to name one Democratic 
statesman or legislator, from Van Buren to Walker, 
who either timidly or cautiously Uke them, or boldly or 
defiantly like Douglas, ever refused to execute a 
behest of the slaveholders, and was not therefor, and 
for no other cause,, immediately denounced, and de- 
posed from his trust, and repudiated by the Democratic 
party for that contumagy. 

I think, fellow-citiaens, that I have shown you that it 
is high time for the friends of Freedom to rush to the 
rescue of the Constitution, and that their very first duty 
is to dismiss the Demooratic party from the administra- 
tion of the Qovemment. 

Why shall it not be done? All agree that it ought to 
be done. What, then, shall prevent its being done ? 
Nothing but timidity or division of the opponents of the 
Democratic party. 

Some of these opponents start one objection, and some 
another. Let us notice, these objections briefly. One 
class say that they cannot trust the Republican party ; 
that it has not avowed its hostility to Slavery boldly 
enough, or its affection for Freedom earnestly eiMugh. 

I ask in reply, is there any other party which can be more 
safely trusted ? Every one knows that it is the Republican 
party or none, that shall displace the Democratic party. 
But I answer further, that the character and fidelity 
of 'iuy party are determiped, necessarily, not by its 
pledges, programmes, and platforms, but by the public 
exigencies, and the temper of the people when they call 
it into activity. Subserviency to blavery is a law writ- 
ten net only on the forehead of the D^mociatic pftrty, 
ibut also in its very soul — so resistance to Slavery, and 
devotion to Freedom, the popular elements now. ac- 
tively working for the Republican party among the peo- 
ple, mtut and will be the resources for its ever-renewing 
strength and constant invigoration. 

Others cannot support the Republican party, because it 
it has not sufficiently exposed its platform, and deter- 
miiieU what it will do, and what it will not do, when 
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too conservative forotheis. As If any party ever foresaw 
so' clearly the course of future events as to plan a univer- 
sal scheme for future action, adapted to all possible 
emergencies. Who would ever have Joined even the Whig 
party of the Revolution, if it had been obliged to answer, 
in 1775, whether it would declare for Independence in 
1776, and for this noble Federal Constitution of ours in 
1787, and not a year earlier or later ? 

The people of the United States wlH be as wise next 
year, and theyear afterward, and even ten years hence, 
as we are now. They will oblige the Republican party 
to act as the public welfare and the interests of Justice 
and humanity shall require, through all the stages of its 
career, whether of trial or triumph. 

Others will not venture an effort, because they fear 
that the Union would not endure the change. Will 
such objectors tell me how long a Constitution can bear 
a strain directly along the fibres of which it is com- 
posed ? This is a Constitution of Freedom. It Is being 
converted into a Coimtitution of Slavery. It is a repub- 
lican Constitution. It is being made an aristocratic one. 
Others wish to wait until some collateral questions con- 
cerning temperance, or the exercise of the elective fran- 
chise are properly settled. Let me ask all such persons, 
whether time enough has not been wasted en these 
points already, without gaining any other than this 
single advantage, namely, the discovery that only one 
thing can be effectually done at one time, and that the 
one thing which must and will be done at any one time 
is just that thing which is most urgent, and will no 
longer admit of postponement or delay. Finally, we 
are told by faint-hearted men that they despond; the 
Democratic party, they say, is unconquerable, and the 
dominion of Slavery te consequently inevitable. I 
reply to them, that the complete and universal dominion 
of Slavery would be intolerable enough when it should 
have come after the last possible effort to escape should 
have been made. There would, in that case, be left to 
us the consoling reflection of fidelity to duty. 

But I reply, further, that I know — ^few, I think, know 
better than I~the resources and energies of the Demo- 
cratic party, which is identical with the Slave Power. I 
do ample prestige to its traditional popularity. I know 
further— few, I think, know better tnan I— the diifi- 
culties and disadvantages of organising a new political 
force like the Republican party, and the obstacles it 
must encounter in laboring without prestige and without 
patronage. But, notwithstanding all this, I know that 
the Democratic party must go down, and that the Re- 
publican party must rise into its place. The Demo- 
catic party derived its strength, originally, fi*om its 
adoption of the principles of equal and exact Justice to 
all men. So long as it practiced this principle faith- 
fully, it was invulnerable. It became vulnerable when 
it renounced the principle, and since that time it has 
maintained itself, not by virtue of its own strengtli, or 
even of its traditional merits, but because there as yet 
had appeared in the political field no other party that 
had the conscience and' the courage to take up, and 
avow, and practice the life-Inspiring principles which 
the Democratic party had surrendered. At lAt, the 
Republican party has appeared. It avows now, as the 
Republican party of 1800 did, in one word, its faith aibd 
its works, ** Equal and exact Justice to all men.'* Even 
when it first entered the field, only half organized. It 
struck a blow which only Just failed to secure complete 
and triumphant victory. In this, its second campaign, 
it has already won advantages which render that tri- 
umph now both easy and certain. 

The secret of its assured success lies in that vei7 char- 
acteristic which, in the mouth of scoffers, constitutes its 
great and lasting imbecility and reproach. It lies in 
the fact that it is a party of one idea ; but that idea is a 
noble one — an idea that fills and expands all generous 
souls ; the idea of equality— the equahty of all men be- 
fore human tribunals and human laws, as they all are 
equal before the Divine tribunal and Divine laws. 

I know, and you know, that a revolution has begun. 
I know, and all the world knows, that ret olutions never 
go backward. Twenty Senators and a hundred Repre- 
sentatives proclaim boldly in Congress to-day sentiments 
and opinions and principles of Freedom which hardly so 
many men, even in this f . ee State, dared to iitter iu their 
own homes twenty years ago. While the Government 
of the United States, under the conduct of the'Den)0- 
cratic party, has been all that time 8urr«ndering one 
plain and castle after another to i^lavery, the people of 
the United States have been no less steadily and perse 
veringly gathering t3gether the forces with which to re- 
cover back again all the fields and all the castles which 
have been lost, and to confound and overthrow, by one 
decisive blow, the betrayers of the Constitution and 
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Mb. Mayor and OnrrLncBN : I cannot expreu to you 
the delight which I experience in beholding in tiiis great 
city so vast an assembly of my felloir ciiiaens, convened 
fur the purpose stated in your resolutions. I am delight- 
ed beyond measure to behold at this time so vast an 
assembly responding to the call of a body so respectable 
as the twenty thousand New Yorkers who have convened 
this meeting. If anything can give assurance to ttiose who 
doubt, and confidence to thoie who may have had mis- 
givings as to the permanency of our institutions, and the 
solidity of the support which the people of the North are 
prepared to give them, It is that i\ the queen ciiy of the 
New World, in the capital of North America, there is 
assembled a meeting so large, so respectable, and so 
uaunimous as this meeting has shown itself to be in re- 
ceiving sentiments which, if observed, must protect our 
Union from destruction, and even from danger. (Ap- 
plause.) Gentlemen, is it not a sut^Ject of astonishment 
Uiat the idea of danger, and ihe still more dreadful idea 
of dissolution, shuuld be heard from the lips of an Ameri- 
can citisen, at this day, in reference to, or in connection 
with, the sacred name of this most sacred Union? 
(Applause.) Why gentlemen, what is our Union ? What 
are its antecedents ? What is Its present condition ? If 
we ward off the evils which threaten it, what its future 
hope Tor us and for the great family of mankind ? Why 
gentlemen, it may well be said of this Union as a govem- 
uieut, that as it is the last offspring, so is it Time's most 
glorious and beneficent production. Gentlemen, we are 
created by an Omniscient Being. We are creat«d by a 
Being not only All-Seeing, but All-Powerful aqd All-Wise. 
And in the benignity and the farseelng wisdom of His 
power. He permitted the great family of mankind to live 
on, to advance, to improve, step by step, and yet permit- 
ted five thousand years and upward to elapse ere Ue laid 
the foundation of a truly free, a truly happy, and a truly 
independent empire. It was not, gentlemen, until that 
great length of time had elapsed, that the earth was 
deemed mature for laying the foundations of this mignty 
and prosperous State. It was then that He inspired the 
^noble-minded and chivalrous Genoese to set focth upon 
the trackless ocean and discover the empire that we now 
enjoy. But, a few years, comparatively, had elapsed 
when there was raised up in this blessed land a set of men 
whose like had never before existed upon the face of this 
earth. Men unequalled in iheir perceptions of the true 
principles of justice, in their comprehensive benevolence, 
in their capacity lo lay safely, justly, soundly, and with 
all the qualities which should insure permanency, the 
foundations of an empire. It was in 1776, and in this 
country, that there assembled the first, the very first-, 
assembly of rational men who ever proclaimed, in clear 
and undeniable form, the Immutable principles of liberty, 
and consecrated, to all time I trust, in the face of tyrants, 
and in opposition to their power, the rights of nations and 
the rights of men. (Applause.) The^e patriots, as soon 
as the storm of war had passed away, sat down and 
framed that instrument upon which* our Uuiun rests, tiie 
Constitution of the United dtates of America. (Applause.) 
And the question now before us is neither more nor less 
tiian this : whether that Oonstitution, consecrated by the 
blood shed in that glorious Revolution, consecrated by 
tlie signature of the most Illustrious man wiio ever lived, 
George vvashington (applause)-kwhether that instrument, 
accepted by the wisest and by the best of that day, and 
accepted in convention, one by one, in each and every 
State of this Union — that instrument from which so many 
blessings have flown — whether that instrumenf was con- 
ceived in crime, is a chapter of abominations Series of 
*^No, no,") is a violation of justice, is a league between 
strong-handed but wicked-hearted white men to oppress, 
and impoverish, and plunder their fellow-creatures, con- 
trary to rectitude, honor and justice. fApplau^se.) This 
Is the question, neither more nor less. We are toLi from 
pulpits, we are told from tbe political rostrum, 'eA.'e 



told in the legislative assemblies of our Northern States, 
not merely by speakers, but by distinct resolutions of the 
whole body — we are told by gentleoMin occupying seats ia 
the Congress of the Union tiirough the votes of Northera 
people — that the Constitution seeks to enshrine, to protect^ 
to defend a monstrous crime against justice and humanity, 
and that it is our duty to defeat its provisions, to outwit 
them , if we cannot otherwise get rid' of their effect, and.to 
trample upon the rights which it has declared shall be pro- 
tected and insured to our brethren of the South. (Ap- 
plause.) That is now the doctrine advocated. And I ask 
whether that doctrine, necessarily involving the destruc- 
tion of our Union, shaU be permitted to prevail as it haa 
hitherto prevailed ? Gentlemen, I trust you will excuse me 
for deliberately coming up to and meeting this question — 
not seeking to captivate your fancies by a trick .of words 
— not seeking to exalte your imaginations by declamation 
or by any effort at eloquence — ^but meeting this question 
gravely, sedately, and soberly, and asking you what is to 
be our course in relation to it ? Gentlemen, the ConsUtu- 
tion guarantees to the people of the Southern States the 
protection of their slave property. In that respect it is a 
solemn compact between the North and the South. As a 
solemn compact are we at liberty to violate it ? (Cries of 
** No, no !") Are we at liberty to seek or take any mean, 
petty advantage of it? (Cries of '* No, no !'^) Are we at 
liberty to con over its particular words, and to restrict and 
to limit its operation, so as to acqidre, under such narrow 
construction, a pretence of right by hostile and adverse 
legislation ? (" No, no 1") — to interfere with the interesta, 
wottiid the feelings, and trample on the political rights of 
our Southern fellow-ciUzens? ("No, nb, no 1") No, gentle- 
qien. If it be a compact,and has any tiling sacred in it,we are 
bound to observe it in good faith, honestly and honorably, 
not merely to the Jetter, but fully to the spirit, and not m 
any mincing, half-way, unfair, or illiberal construcUon, 
seeking to satisfy the letter, to ^ve as little as we can, and 
thereby to defeat the spirit. (Applause.) That may be the 
way that some men keep a contract about the sale of a boose 
or of a chattel, but it is not the way honest men observe con- 
tracts, even in relation to the most trivial things. (" Tme," 
and applause.) What has been done, having a tendency 
to disturb harmony under this Constitution, and to break 
down and destroy the union now exlsUng between these 
States? Why, gentlemen, at an early period the subject 
of Slavery, as a mere philosophical question, was discussed 
by many, and its justice or injustice made the subject of 
argument leading to various opinions. It mattered little 
how long this discussion should last, while it was confined 
within such limits. If it had only led to the fbnnatioii of 
societies like the Shakers, who do not believe in matri- 
mony; societies like the people of Utah, destined to a 
short career, who believe in too much of it (laughter) ; or 
societies of people like the strong-minded women of our 
country, who believe that women are much better quali- 
fied than men te perform the fimctions and offices usually 
performed by men (laughter) — and who probably would, 
if tliey had their way, sGnply change the order of proceed- 
ings, and transfer the husband to the kitchen, and them- 
selves to the field or the cabinet. (Laughter and ap- 
plause.) So long, I say, as this sentimentalitv touching 
Slavery confined itself to the formation of parUes and so- 
cieties of thSs description, it certainly could do no great 
harm, and we mizht satisfy ourselves with the maxim that 
*'*■ Error can do litue harm as long as truth is left free to com- 
bat it.*' But unfortunat^y«gentlemen, this senthnentality 
has found its way out of the meeting-houses — firom among 
pious people, assemblies of speculative ptiilosophers, and 
societies formed to benefit the inhabitants of Barioboola- 
gha— it has found its way into the heart of the selfish poli- 
tician ; it has been made the war-cry of party ; it has been 
made the instrument whereby to elevate not meffrty tp 
persona^ distinction and social rank, but to political power 
throughout the non-elaveholding States of this Union, men 
have been thus eli rated who advocate a course of oon- 
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duct necessarily exasperating the Soi^th, and Vht natural 
Effect of whose teacliings renders the Southern people inse- 
cure in their property and their lives, making it a matter 
of doubt each night whether they can safely retire to their 
slumbers without sentries and guards to protect them 
against incursions from the North. I say the effect has 
been to elevate, on the strengtti of this sentiment, such 
men to power. And what is tiie result — the condition of 
things at this day ? Why, gentlemen, the occasion that 
calls us together is the occurrence of a raid upon the 
State of Virginia by a few misguided fanatics — followers of 
these doctrines. With arms in their hands, and bent upon 
rapine and murder. I called them followers, but they 
should be deemed leaders. They were the best, the bravest, 
and the most virtuous of all the abolition party. (Ap- 
plause.) On the Lord^s day, at the hour of still repose, 
they armed the bondman with pikes br<$ught from the 
North, that he might slay Ixis master, his master's wife, and 
his master's little cliildren. And immediately succeeding to 
it — at this very, instant — ^what is the political question pend- 
ing before Congress ? 

A book substanUally encouraging the same course of 
provocation toward the South which has been long pur- 
sued, is openly recommended to circulation by sixty-eight 
members of your Congress. (Cries of *^ Shame, on them,'* 
applause, and hisses.)— Uecommended to circulation by 
sixty-eight members of your Congress, all elected in North- 
em States ^hisses and applause)— every one, I say, elected 
from nou-slaveholding btates. And with the assistance of 
their associates, some of whom hold their offices by your 
votes, there is great danger that they will elect to the 
highest oihce in that body, where he will sit' as a repre- 
■entative of the ^hole North, a man who united in causing 
that book to be distributed through the South, carrying 
poison and death hi its polluted leaves. {'■'' Hang him 1" 
and applause.) Is it not fahr to say that this great and 
glorious Union is menaced when such a state of things is 
found to exist? when such an act is attempted? Is it 
reasonable to expect that our brethren of the South will 
calmly sit down ('^No") and submit quietly to such an 
outrage? (Cries^of " No, no.") Why, gentlemen, we 
greatly exceed them in numbers. ■ The non-slaveholding 
States are by far the more populous ; they are increasing 
daily in numbers and in population, and we may soon 
overwhelm the Southern vote. If we continue to fill the 
halls of legislation with abolitionists, and permit to occupy 
the executive chair men who declare themselves to be en- 
listed in a crusade against Slavery, and against the pro- 
visions of the Constitution which secure that species of 
property, what can we reasonably expect from the people 
of the South but that they will pronounce the Constitution, 
with all its glorious associations, with all its sacred memo- 
ries—this Cuion, with its manifold present and promised 
biasings — an unendurable evil, threatening to crush and 
to destroy tiieir most vital interests — to make their coun- 
try a wilderness. Why should we expect them to submit 
to such a line of conduct on our part, and recognize us as 
brethren, or unite with us in perpetuating the Union ? 

For my part I do not see anything unjust or unreason- 
able in the declaration often made by Southern members 
on tiiis subject Thev tell us : **'If you will thus assail 
us with incendiary pamphlets, if you will thus create a 
spirit in your count, y which leads to violence and blood- 
shed among us, if you will assail the institution upon* 
which the prosperity of our country depends, and will ele- 
vate to office over us men who are pledged to aid in such 
transactious, and to oppress us by hostile legislation, we 
cannot — much as' we revere the Constitution, greatly as 
we estimate the blessings which would flow from its 
faithful enforcement— we cannot longer depend on your 
compliance with its injunctions, or adhere to the Union." 
For my pa.t. gentlemen, if the North continues to con- 
duct itself in the selection of representatives to the 
Congress of the United States as, from, perhaps a certain 
degree of negligence and inattention, it has heretofore 
conducted itseU, the South is not to be censured if it 
withdraws from the Union. (Hisses and applause. A 
voice — '* that's so." Three cheers for the Fugitive Slave 
Law.) We are not, gentlemen, to hold a meeting to say 
that ** We love this Union ; we delight in it ; we are 
proud of it : it blesses us, and we enjoy it ; but we shall 
fill all its offices witli men of our own choosing, and, our 
brethren of the South, you shall enjoy its glorious past ; 
you shall enjoy its .mighty recollections ; but it shall 
trample your institutions in the dust." We have nc 
rifi^t to say it. We have no right to exact so much,' 
and an opposite and entirely different course, fellow- 
citizens, must be ours— must he the course of the great 
North, if we would preserve this Union. (Applause, 
and cries of " Good.") 

And, gentlemen, what is this glorious Union ? What 
must we sacrifice if we exasperate our b«sthrqn of the 
8<»ut|^ and compel them, by injustice and bTe«« : »f 



compact, to separate from us and to dissolve it f Why 
gentlemen, the greatness and glory of the American nam6 
will then be a thing of yesterday. The glorious Revo- 
lution of the thhrteen States will be a Revolution not 
achieved by us, but by a nation that has ceased to exist. 
The name of Washington will be, to us at least at the 
North (cheers), but as the name of Julius Csesar, or of 
some other great hero who has lived in times gone by, 
whose nation has perished and exists no mo.e. The 
Declaration of Independence, what will that be ? Why, 
the declaration of a State that no longer has place 
among'the nations. All these bright and glorious recol- , 
lections of the past must cease to be our property, and 
become mere memorials of a by-gone race and people. 
A line must divide the North from the South. What will 
be the consequences ? Will this mighty city — g-owing 
as it now is, with wealth pouring into it from every por- 
tion of .this mighty empire — will it continue to flourish as 
it has done? i^Cries of '*Nq, no 1") Will your marble 
palaces that line Broadway, aind raise their proud tops 
toward the sky, continue to increase, until, as is now 
promised under the Union, it shall present, the most 
glorious picture of wealth, prosperity, and happiness, 
that the world has ever seen? (Applause.) No! gen- 
tlemen, no 1 such things capnot he. I do not say that 
we will starve, that we will perish, as a people, if we 
separate from the South. I admit, that if tMe line be 
drawn betwecai us, they will have their measure of pros- 
pedty, and we will have ouVs ; but meagre, small in the 
extreme, compared with what is existing and promised 
under our Union, will be the prosperity of each. 

Truly has it been said here to-night, that we were 
made for each other; separate us, and although you 
may not destroy us, you reduce each to so low a scale 
that well might humanity deplore the. e.vil courses that 
brought about the resulti True, gentlemen, we would 
have left, to boast of, our share of tne glories of the Revo- 
lution. The Northern States sent forth to the conflict 
their bands of heroes, and shed their blood as freely as 
those of the South. But the dividing line would take 
away from us the grave of Washington. It is in his own 
beloved Virginia. (Applause and cheers.) It is in the 
State and near the spot where this treason that has been 
growing up in the North, so lately culminated in violence 
and bloodshed. We would lose the grave — we would 
lose all Connection with the name of Washington. But 
our philanthropic and pious friends who fain would 
lead us to thi3 result, would, of course, comfort us with 
the consoling reflection that we had the glorious memory 
of John Brown in its place. (Great laughter and cheers.) 
Are you, gentlemen, prepared to make the exchange ? 
(Cries of '' No, no.") Shall the tomb of Wahhington, 
that rises upon the bank of the Potomac, receiving its 
tribute from every nation of the earth— shall that become 
the property of a foreign State— a State hostile to us in 
its feelings, and we to it tn ours ? Shall we erect a monu- 
ment among the arid hiUs at North Elba,- and deem the 
privilege of making pilgrimages thither a recompense 
for the loss of every glorious recollection of the past,* 
and for our severance from the name of Washington ? 
He who is recognized as Uie Father of his Country ? 
(Cries of "No, ne," and cheers.) No, gentlemen, we 
are., not prepared, I trust, for -this sad exchange, this 
fatal severance. We are not prepared, I trust, either to 
pai t with our glorious past or to give up the advantages 
of our present happy condition. We are not prepared 
to relinquish our affection for the South, nor to involve 
bur section in the losses, the deprivation of blessings 
and advantages necessarily resulting to tfach from dis 
union. Gentlemen, we never would have attained the 
wealth and prosperity as a nation which is now ours, 
but for our connection with these very much reviled and 
injured slaveholders of the Southern States. And, gen- 
tlemen, if dissolution is to take place, we must part with 
the trade of the South, and thereby surrender our parti- 
cipation in the wealth of the South. Nay, more-T-we are 
told from good authority that we must not only part 
with the slaveholding States, but that our younger sister 
with the golden* crown— rich, teeming California, shtt 
who added the final requisite - to our greatness as a 
nation— will not come with us. She will remain with 
IJie South. 

GeuUemen, if we allow this course of injustice toward 
the S6uth to continue, these are to be the consequences — 
evil to us, evil also to them. Much of all that we are 
most proud of; much of aU that contributes to our pros- 
perity and greatness as a nation, must pass away from 
us. 

The question is— should we permit it to be continued, 
and submit to all these evils ? Is there any reason to 
justify such a course? There is a reason preached to us 
lor permitting it. We are told that Slavery is unjust ; we 
are told that it is a matter of conscience to put it down; 
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auil that whatever treaties or compacts, or laws, or con- 
sUtutionc), have been made to fl&nctioa and uphold" it, it 
instill unholy, and that we are bound, to trample upon 
treaties, compacts, laws, an4 constitutions, and to stand 
uy wiiat thtrse men arrogantly tell us is the law of God 
and a fundamental principle of natural Justice. Indeed, 
gentlemen, these two things are not distinguishable. The 
law of Ood and natural justice, as between man and man, 
are one and the same. The wisest philosopher of ancient 
times — heathen philosophers — said. The rule of conduct 
between man and* man is, to live honestly, to iiyure no 
man, and to render to every man his due, - In words far 
•more direct and emphatic, in words of the most perfect 
vomprehenslveness, the Saviour of the world gave us the 
same rule in one short septence — ** Love thy neighbor as 
thydelf." (Applause.) Now, speaking between us, people 
of i^e North and our brethren of the South, I ask you to 
act upon this maxim— the maxim of the heathen-»-the 
comman«l of the living God : " Render to every man his 
due," " Love thy neighbor as thyself." (Applause.) Thus 
we should act and feel toward the South. Upon that 
maxim which came from Him of Nasareth we should act 
toward the Soiith, but Without putting upon it any new- 
fangled, modern interpretation. We should neither say 
nor think that any Q-ospel minister of this day is wiser than 
God himself-^than He who gave us the Gosptl. These 
nlaxinis slmuld govern between UEf and our brethren of the 
South. Bin, gentlemen, the question is this: Do these 
maxims justify the assertion of those who stiek to invade 
the rights of the South, by proclaiming negro Slavery 
uiyust i That is the point to which this great argument, 
involving the fate of owt Union, must now come. Is 
negro Slavery uqjust ? If it be unjust, it violates the 
first rule of human conduct, ** Render to every man his 
due." If it be unjust; jt violates the law of God, which 
says, ** Love thy neighbor as thyself," for that law requires 
that we should perpetrate no injustice. Gentlemen, if it 
could be maintained that negro Slavery is unjust, is thus 
in conflict with the law of nature and the law of God, 
perhaps I might be prepared — perha])8 we all ought to be 
prepared to go with that distinguished man to whom 
allusion is frequently made, and ssly, there is a ** higher 
law" which compels us to trample beneath our feet, as a 
wicked and unholy compact, the Constitution established 
by our fathefs, withall the blessings it secures to their 
chHdren. But I insist — and that is ine argument ^hich we 
must meet, and on which we must come to a conclusion 
that shall govern our action in the future selection of re- 
presentatives in the- Congress of the United States—/ 
inMst that negro Slavery ia not wi^ttat. (Long con- 
tinued applause.) It is not unjust ; it iaju«t^ wiee^ €Md 
benejle&nt. (Hisses, followed by applause, and cries of 
*' Put him out.") Let him stay, gentlemen. 

Fkisidbnt. — Let him stay. there. Order. 

Mr. O'Coiior. — Serpents may hiss, but good men will 
hear. (Cries again of ** Put him out;" calls to order; 
cdnfusion for a time.) 

Thb Prbbidknt. — If anybody hisses here, remember thai 
every one has his own peculiar way of expressing him- 
setf, and as some birds only understand hissing, they 
muse hiss. (Applause.) 

Mr. 0*Conor. — Gentlemftn, there is an animal upon 
this earth that has no faculty of making its sentiments 
known in any other way than by a hiss. I am for equal 
rights. (Three cheers were here given for Mr. O'Oonor, 
three for Gov. Wise, and three groans for John Brown.) 
I beg of you, gentlemen, all of you who are of my mind at 
least, to preserve silence, and leave the hissing animal in 
the full enjoyment of his natural privileges. (Cries of 
**^ Good, good,'*^ laughter and applause.) The first of our 
race that offended was taught to do do by that hissing 
aaimaL ■ (Laughter and applause.) The first humaq 
society that was ever broken up through sin and discord, 
had its liappy union dissolved by the entrance of thiit 
•animal. (Applafuse.) Therefore I say it is his privilege to 
hiss. Let him hiss on. (OMes of '* Good, good," laughter 
and applause) Gentlemen, I will not detain you much 
longer. (Cries of " Go on, go on.") I maiutain that 
negro Slavery is not unjust— (a voice—** No, sir," ap- 
plaoset) that it is benign in its influence upon the white 
man and upon the black. (Yoiises — *'■ That's so, that's 
8ft,". applause.) I maintain that it is ordained by na- 
ture ; that it is a necessity of both races ; that, in cli- 
mates where the black r-ace can live and prosper, nature 
herself enjoins correlative duties on the black man and 
<yn the wbite^ which cannot b» performed except by the 
preservation, and, if tlie hissiug gentleman pleas«, the 
pierpetuation of negro Slavery. 

I am fortified in this opinion by the highest tribunal in 
oar coontry, that venerable exponent of our l^rtitutions, 
and of the principles of justice— ttie Supreme Court of the 
United States. That court has held, on this subject, what 
wise men will ever pronouoce to be sound and just doc- 



trine. There are some principles well known, well under- 
stood, universally recognised and universally acknow 
ledged among men, that are not to be found written in con* 
stitutions or in la^s. The perople of the United States, at 
the formation of our Government, were, as they still fire, in 
some sense, peculiarly and radically distinguishable firom 
other nations. We were white men, of — ^what is commonly 
called, by way of distinction— the Caucasian race. We 
were a monogamous people ; that is to say, we were not 
Mohammedans, or followers of Joe Smith — ^with half a do- 
sen wives apiece. (Laughter.) It was a fundamental 
principle of our civilization that no State could exist or be 
tolerated in tJiis Union, which should not, in that respect, 
resemble all the other States of the Union. Some other 
distinctive features might be stated which serve to mark 
us as a people distinct from others^ and incapable of asso- 
ciating on terms of perfect political equaUty, or social 
equality, as fi*iend8 and fellow-citizens, with some kinds of 
people that are to be found upon the face of the earth. 
As a white nation, we made our Constitution and our laws, 
vesting aU i>oli1ical rights in that race. They, and they 
alone, constituted, in every political sense, the American 
people. (Applause.) As to the negro, why, we allowed 
him to Qve under the shadow and protection of our laws. 
We gave him, as we were bound to give him, protection 
against irr<3fB^ and outrage ; but we denied to him political 
rights, or the power to govern. We left him, for so long a 
period as the community in which he dwelt should so order, 
in the condition of a bondsman. (Applatise.)' Now, gen- 
tlemen, to that condition the negro is assigned by nature. 
(Cries of " Bravo," and "That's so," and applause.) Ex- 
perience shows that this race cannot prosper — ^that they 
become extinct in any cold, or in any very temperate dime ; 
but in the warm, the extremely warm regions, his race can 
be perpetuated, and with proper guardianship, may pros- 
per. He has ample stren^h, and is competent to labor, 
but nature denies to him either the intellect to govern or 
the willingness to work. (Applause.) Both were denied 
him. That same power which deprived him of the will to 
labor, gave him, in our country, as a recompense, a master 
to coerce that duty, and convert him into a useful and val- 
uable servant. (Applause.) I maintain that it is not in- 
justice to leave «ie negro in the condition in which nature 
placed him, and for which alone he is adapted. Fitted 
only for a state of pupilage, our slave system gives mm a 
master to govern him and to supply his deficiencies : in 
this there is no injustice. Neither is it unjust in the master 
to compel him to labor, and thereby afford to that master 
a just compensation in return for the care and talent em- 
ploy(^ in governing him. In this way alone is the negro 
enabled to render himself useful to hhnself and to the so 
ciety in which he is placed. 

These are the principles, gentlemen, which the extrohe 
measures of abolitionkm compel us to enforce. This is 
the ground that we must take, or abandon our cherished 
Union. We must no longer favor political leaders who tafic 
about negro Slavery being an evil ; nor must we advance 
the indefemdble doctrine that negro Slavery is a thing 
which, although pernicious, is to be tolerated merely be- 
cause we have made a bargain to tolerate It. We must 
turn away from the teaehings of fanaticism. We must 
look at negro slavery as it is, remembering that the vxdce 
of inspiration, as found in the sacred volume, nowhere 
condemns the bondage of those who are fit only for boad- 
age. * Yielding to the elear decree of nature, and the dic- 
tates of sound philosophy, we must pronounce that insti- 
tution Just, benign, lawful and proper. The Constitution 
established by the fathers of 'our RepubUc, which recog- 
nized it, must be maintained. And that both may scand 
together, we must maintain that neither the insiotation 
itself, nor the Constitution which upholds i% la wicked or 
ui\just ; but that each is sound and wise, and entttted to 
our fullest support. 

We must visit with our execration any man cliUmingoiir 
suffrages, who objects to enforcing, with entire good faith, 
the provisions of the Constitution in favor of negro Slavery, 
or who seeks, by any indirection, to withhold its protection 
from the South, or to get away from its obligations upon 
the North. Let us henceforth support no man for public 
office whose speech or action tends to induce assaults upon 
the territory of our Southern neighbors, or to generate Ui- 
surrection within their borders. (Loud applause!) These 
are the principles upon which we must act. Thl^ is what 
we must say to our brethren of the South. If we haveeent 
men into Congress who are false to these views, and are 
seeking to violate the compact which binds us together, w« 
must ask to be forgiven untu we have another chaoce to man* 
It^t our will at the ballot-boxes. We must tell them that 
these men shall be consigned to privacy (applause)^ wad 
that true men, men faithful to the Constitutioo, men 
loving all portions of the country alike, shall be elected 
in their stead. And, gentlemen, we must do more than 
promise ti»l»-^we must perform it. (Loud applause, fol- 
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lowed by three cheers for Mr. 0'Conor,«and a tiger.) Bat 
a word more, gentlemen, and I have done. (Cri«s of*' Qto 
on.*') I have no doubt at all that what I have said to 
you this evening will b« greatly misrepresented. It is 
Tery certain that I have not had time enough properly to 
enlarge upon and fuliy to explain the interesting topics op 
whicli I have ventured to express myself thus boldly and 
distinctly, taking upon myself the consequences, be they 
what 4hey may. (Applause.) But I will say a few words 
by way of explanation! I have maintained the Justice of 
Slavery ; I have maintained it, because I hold that the 
uegro is dc^creed by nature to a state of pupilage under the 
duiuinion of the wiser white man, in every clime where 
God and nature meant the'aegro should live at all. 
(Applause.) I say a state of pupilage ; and, that I may 
be rightly understood, X say that it is the duty of the 
white man to treat him Icindly ; that is the interest of the 
white man to treat him kindly. (Applause.) And furtiier, 
it is my belief that if the white man, in the States where 
Slavery exists, is not interfered with by the fanatics who 
are now creating these disturbances, whatever laws, 
whatever improvements, whatever variations in the con- 
duct of society are necessary for the purpose of enforcing 
in every instance the dictates of intt<rest and humanity, 
as between the white man and the black, will be faitli- 
fuily and fairly carried out in the progress of that im- 
provement in all these things in w^lch we are engaged. 
It is not pretended that the master has a right to slay his 
slave ; it is cot pretended that he has a right to be guilty 
of harshness and inhumanity to his slave. The laws of 
all the Southern States forbid that; we have not the right 
liere at the North to be guilty of cruelly toward a horse. 
It is an indictable offence to commit such cruelty. The 
same laws exist in the South, and if there is any failure 
in enforcing them to the fullest extent, it is due to this 
external force, which is pressing upon the Southern 
States, and compels them to abstain perhaps from many 
acts beneficent toward the negro which otherwise would 
be performed. ^Applause.) In' truth, in fact, in deed, 
the white man in the slaveholding States has no more 
authority by law of the land over his slave than our laws 
allow to a father over his minor children. He can no 
more violate humanity with respect to them, than a father 
in any of the free States of this Union can exercise acts 
violative of humanity toward his own son under the age 
of twenty-one. So far as th.e law is concerned, you own 
your boys, and have a right to their services until they 
are twenty-one. You can make them work for you ; you 
iiave the right to hire out their services and take their 
e.irnings ; you have the right to chastise them with Judg- 
ment and reason if they violate your commands ; and 
they are entirely without political rights. Not one of 
them at the age of twenty years and eleven months even, 
eaa go to the polls and and glTe a vote. Therefore, gen- 
tlemen, before the law, there is but one difference between 
the free white man of twenty years of age in the Northern 



States, and the negr-} Vtndman in the Southern States* 
The white man is to be emancipated at twenty-one- 
because his God-given intellect entitles him to emancipa- 
tion and fits him for the duties to devolve upon hiiii. 
The negro, to be sure, is a bondman for life. He may be 
sold from one master to another, but where is the ill ia 
that ? — one may be as good as another. If there 'be laws 
with respect to the mode of sale, which by separating man 
and wife do occasionally lead to that uhich shocks 
humanity, and may be said to violate all propriety and 
all conscience— if siich things are done, let the South 
alone and they will correct the evil. Let our brethren of 
the South take care of their own domestic imsiitutioas 
and they will do it. (Applause.) They will so govern 
themselves as to suppress acts of this description, if they 
are occasionally committed, as perhaps they are, and we 
must all admit that they are contrary to j^st conceptions 
of right and humanity. I have never yet heard of a 
nation conquered from evil practices, brought to tlie 
light of civilisation, brought to the light of religion or tlic 
knowledge of the Gospel by the bayonet, by the penal 
laws, or by external persecutions of any kind. It is not 
by declamation and outcry against a people from those 
abroad and outside of their territory that you can improve 
their manners or their morals in any respect. Mq ; if, 
standing outside of their territory, you attack the errors 
of a people, you make them cling to their faults. From 
a sentiment somewhat excusable — somewhat akin to self- 
respect and patriotism — they will resist their nation's 
enemy. Let our brethren of the South alone, gentlemen, 
and if there be any errors of this kind, they will correct 
them. 

There is but one way in which you can thus leave them 
to the guidance of their own jtidgmdnt — ^by which you can 
retain them in this Union as our bretiiren, and perpetuate 
this glorious Union ; and that is, by resolving — without 
reference to the political party or i action to which any 
one of you may belong, without reference to the namcu 
political or otherwise, which you may please to beai''-^ 
resolving that the man, be lie who he may, who advocates 
the doctrine that negro Slavery is unjust, and ougiit to 
be assailed or legislated against, or who agitates the sub- 
ject of extinguishing negro Slavery fn any of its forms as 
a political hobby, that that man shall be denied your suf- 
frages, a^d not only denied your suffrages, but that you 
will select from the ranks of the opposite party, or your 
own, if necessary, the man you like least, who entertains 
opposite sentiments, but through whose instrumentality 
you may be enabled to defeat his election, and to secure 
in the councils of the nation men who are true to the 
Constitution, who are lovers of the Union — dien who can- 
not be induced by considerations of imaginary benevo- 
lence for a people who really do not desire their aid, to 
sacrifice or to Jeopard in any degree the blessings we 
epjoy under this Union. May it be perpetuaL 
(Great and continued cheering.) 
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LETTER FROM CHARLES O'OONOR TO A COMMITTEE OF MERCHANTS. 



New Tork, Dec. 20, 1869. 

Cblab. O'Cokor, Esq. : The undersigned, being desirous of 
eiroalating as widely as possible, both at the North and at the 
Soudi; the proceedings of the Union Meeting held at the 
Academy of Music last evening, Intend publishing in pamphlet 
fi>rm. for distribution, a correct copy of the same. 

Will you be so lund as to inform ua whether this step meets 
your approval ; and if so, furnish us with a corrected report 
of yoiur speech delivered by you on that occasion, "^ourq 
respectfully, 

LEITCH, BURNET A CO., 
GEO. W. A JBHIAL READ, 
BRUFF, BROTHER A SEAYEB. 
C. B. HATCH A CO., 
UAVIS, NCBLEAOO., 

(Formerly Fdrmax, Davis A Co.,) 
WESSON A C03L 

CRONIN. HURXTHAL A SEARS, 
ATWATER, MULFORDXJO. 

GVKTLEMBN : The measure you propote meets my entire 
i^provaL 

I have long thought that our disputes concerning negro 
Slavery would soon terminate, if the public mind could be 



drawn to the true issue, and steadily fixed upon it. To 
effect this object was the sole aim of my address. 

Though its ministers can never permit the law of the 
land to be questioned by private judgment, there is, never- 
theless, such a thing as natural justice.* Natural Justice 
has the Divine sanction ; and it is impossible that any hu- 
man law which conflicts witn it should long endure. 

Where mental enlightenment abounds, where morality 
la professed by all, where the mind is free, speech is tree. 
and the press is free, is it possible, in the nature of 
things, that a law which is admiUsd to conflict with natu- 
ral justice, and with God's own mandate, should long en- 
dure? 

You an will a^mit ihat, within certain limits, at least, 
our Constitution does contain positive guaranties for the 
preservation of negro Slavery in the old States through all 
time, unless the local legislatures shall think fit to abolish 
it. And, cohsequently, if negro Slavery, however hu- 
manely administered or Judiciously regulated, be an insti- 
tution which conflicts with natural justice and with God's 
law, surely the most vehement and extreme admu'ers ol 
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John Brown*s sentiments are right; and their denun- 
ciations against the Constitution, and against the most 
hallowed names connected with it, are perfectly justifia- 
ble. 

The fHends of truth — the patriotic Americans who would 
sustain their country's honor against foreign rivalry, and 
defend their country's interests against all assailants, err 
greatly when they contend with these men on any point 
but one. Their general principles cannot be refuted; 
.their logic is irresistible ; the error, if any there be, is in 
their premises. They assert that negro Slavery is i^ust. 
This, and this aloUe, of all they say, is capable of being 
fairly argued agiUnst. 

If this proposition cannot be refuted, our Union cannot 
endure, and it ought not to endure.- 

Our negro bondmen can neither be exterminated nor 
transported to Africa. They are too numerous for either 
process, and either, if practicable, would involve a viola- 
tion of humanity. If they were emancipated, they .would 
relapse iifto barbarism, or a set of negro States would 
arise in our midst, possessiug political equality, and enti- 
tled to social equality. The division of parties would soon 
make the negro members a powerful body in Congress — 
would place some of them in high political stations, and 
occasionally let one into the exemitive chair. 



It is in vain to say that this could be endured ; it is aim 
ply impossible. 

What, then, remains to be discussed ? 

The negro race is upon us. With a Constitution whio^ 
held them in bondage, our Federal Union might be pre 
served ; but if so holding them in bondage be a thing for 
bidden by God and Nature, we cannot lawfully so hok 
them, and the Union must perish. 

Thu is the inevitable result of that conflict which has 
now reached Its climax. 

Among us at the north, the sole question for reflecUon, 
study, and friendly interchange of thought should be— Is 
negro Slavery unjust? The rational and dispassionate 
inquirer will find no diffioulty in arriving at my conclu- 
sion. It is fit and proper ; it is, in its own nature, as an 
institution, beneficial to both races ; and the efifect of this 
assertion is not diminiehed by our admitting that many 
faults are practbed under it. Is not such the fact in re- 
spect to all human laws and institutions ? 

I amj gentlemen, with great respect, yours truly, 

CUA&LES O'OoNoa. 

To Messrs. Leitch, Burnet & Co. ; Geo. W. A Jehial Read; BruC^ 
Brother ± Seaver ; C. B. Hatch A Co. ; Davis, Noble & Co. ; 
Wesson A Cox ; Cronln, Hurxthal A Sears ; Atwater, Mulforc 
A Co. 
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HERSCHEL V. JOHNSON 

O^ SLAVERY IN THE TERRITORIES. 



- On the 7th of July, 1848, while the bill to 
establish the Territorial Government of Oregon 
was under consideration in the United States 
Senate, the Hon. Herschel V. Johnson, then a 
member of the Senate, from Georgia, and now 
a candidate for Yice-President on the ticket 
with Mr. Douglas, made a lengthy speech from 
which we extract the following : 

It remains now to consider the question involved in 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi (Mr. Davis). That question is, whether it is' the 
duty of Congress to guarantee to the slaveholder, who 
shall remove with his salves into .the territory of the 
United States, the undisputed enjoyment of his property 
in them, so long as it continues to be a Territory. Or, 
in other words, whether the inhabitants of a Territory, 
during their Territorial condition, have the right to pro- 
hibit Slavery therein. 

For the purpose of this question, it matters not where 
the power of legislating for the Territory resides — 
whether exclusively in Congress, or Jointly in Congrels 
and the inhabitants, or exolusively in the inhabitants of 
the Territory; the power is precisely the same — ^no 
greater in the hands of one than the other. Jn no event, 
can the slaveholder of the South be excluded from 
settling in such Territory with his property of every 
description. If the right of exclusive legislation for the 
Territories belongs to Congress, then I have shown that 
they have no Constitutional power, either expressed or 
implied, to prohibit Slavery therein. But suppose that 
Congress have the right to establish a Territorial Gov- 
ernment only, and that then, all further governmental 
control ceases ; can the Territorial Legislature pa$9 a^ 
act prohibiting Slavery? Surely not. For the mo- 
ment you admit the right to organize a Territorial Gov- 
ernment to exist in Congress, you admit, necessarily 
he subordination of the people of the Territory — their 
lependence on this Government for an organic law to 
give them political existence. Hence all their legisla- 
tion must be in conformity with the organic law ; they 
can pass no act in violation of it — none but such as per- 
mits, ^nce, therefore. Congress has no power, as I 
have shown, to prohibit Slavery, they cannot delegate 
such a power to the inhabitants of the Territory ; they 
cannot authorize the Territorial Legislature to do that 
which they have no power to do.* The stream cannot 
rise-higher than its source. This is as true in govern- 
ments as in physics. 

It is idle, however, to discuss this question in this form. 
For if Congress possess the power to organize temporary 
governments, it must then possess the power to legislate 
for the Territories. If they may perform the greater, they 
may the less ; the major includes the minor proportion. 



Hence Congress has, in all cases since the foundation of 
our government, reserved a veto upon the legislation of 
the territorial government^ ; it is absolutely necessary ^ 
in order to restrain them from violations of the Constitu- 
tion and infringements of the rights of the States, as joint 
owners of the public lands. If, therefore, the act of the 
Territorial Government, prohibiting Slavery, should be sent 
up to Congress for approval, the:^- would be bound to with- 
hold it, upon the ground of its being an act which Congress 
themselves could not pass. 

But suppose the right of le^lation for the Territory be 
in itslnhabitants, can they prohibit Slavery ? Surely not ; 
and for reasons similar to those which show that Congress 
cannot. 

The Territories are not independent of, but subordinate 
to, the United States ; and therefore their legislation must 
be subordinate. Let us loolc at some of the limitations 
which this condition imposes. Under the Constitution, 
"No title of nobility shall be granted by the United 
States ;" " Congress shall make no law respecting the es- 
tablishment of religion, or pertaining to the free exercise 
thereof; no religious test shall be required as a qualifica- 
tion to any oflBce or public trust under the United States," 
etc. It is true, these restrictions do not apply in terms 
to the Territories ; but will it be contended for a inoment 
that they would have the right by legislation to lay thfse 
impositions upon citizens of the States who emigrate 
thither for settlement ? . • . • 

' Sovereignty follows the ownership of the domain, and 
therefore the sovereignty over the Territories is in the 
States in their confederated capacity ; hence the reason 
that the legislation of Congress, as the agent of the States 
respecting the Territories, must be limited by the object 
of the trust, the situation and nature of the property to 
be administered, and the respective rights of the proper 
owners. Now, if the sovereignty over the Territories ip 
in ^he States, and the right of le^Iation not in Congress, 
but in the inhabitants of the Territories, it is evident thai 
they can have no higher right of legislation than Congress 
could have ; they niust be bound by limitations just men- 
tioned ; and if the prohibition of Slavery in the Territories 
b^ Congress he inconsistent with these limitations, its pro- 
hibition by the territorial legislature would be so tikewise. 

If possessing the right of legislation^ the Inhabitants of 
the Territories are boi^d by the limitations to which I 
have alluded, it may be asked, who holds the check upon 
their action ? I reply, that it is indispensable for Con- 
gress to exercise the veto upon their legislation. Who 
else shall prevent their passing laws in violation of tb* 
equal rights of the States in the Territory, which Is th* 
common property of all ? Without the retention of a veto 
upon the legislation of the Territorial Governmexkts, it 
would make the inhabitants of the Territory independent 
of Congress ; aye, it would establish the proposition, that 
the moment you conquer a people they rise supenor to 
the government that conquers. New-Mexico and Califor- 
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nia are oan by treaty : but for all the parposes of this ar- 
gument, we have acquired them by conquest. To assert, 
therefore, that they have the rl^t to legislate over all 
subjects — to prohibit Slavery, despite the consent of the 
United States — ^ia to say that, by our conquest of them, 
they become invested with rights superior to tiiose of Con- 
gress. The institution of Slavery is giMrantesd by the 
Constitution of the United States, and it has the sam6 
prQteciion thrown around It which guards our citizens 
against the granting of titles of nobility or the establish- 
raent of religion ; therefore Omar ess would be at mv>ch 
hound to veto an act of Territorial legislation prohibiting 
it, as an act violating these rights of every citizen of the 
Republic. . . . ' 

Mr. Mangum. — ^This is a free Territory (New-Mexico) I 
am now speaking about.' Suppose a North Carolinian emi- 
grates to New-Mexico with his slaves ? they must either be 
recognized as property, or not ; who has the right to deter- 
mine that question ? 

Mr. Johnson. — I think that question has already been 
decided by tlie late treaty (with Mexico). . . Now, is not 
Slavery in the United States a political as well as a muni- 
cipal institution ? It is municipal, in that its entire control 
and continuance belong to the State in which it exists ; and 
it is political, because it is recognized by the organic law 
of the Confederacy, and cannot be changed or altered by 
Congress, without an amendment to the Constitution ; and 
because it is ^a fundamental law, that three-fifths of tbe 
slaves are represented In the National Legislature. Being 
polltiaal, upon the execution of the Treaty of Cession with 
Mexico, it extended eo iwiiamii^ over the Territories of 
New-Mexico and California. Then, I say, if a fellow-citi- 
sen of the Senator ft'om Norlh Carolina (Mr. Mangum) 
were to remove with his slaves into New-Mexico, his right 
to their use and service is guaranteed by the O>n8titution 
of th$ United States, and no power on earth can deprive 
him of them, • . It is a misapplication of terms to speak 
of prohibiUng Slavery hi the temtory of the United States. 
It already esdsts in contemplation of law, and the legisla- 
tion proposed (prohibition) amounts t* abolition. . . . 

But suppose, Mr. Preddent, you have the right to pro- 
liibit Slavery Va the Territories of the United States, what 
high political consideration requires you to exercise it? 
All must see, that it cannot be effected without producing 
a popular cotMnUeion which %oiU probably dieaohoe 
this union, 

** CAPITAL. SHOULD OWN LA.BOR." 

Mr. Herschel Y. Johnson made a speech at a 
Democratic meeting in Philadelphia on the 17th 
of September, 1856, in which the newspapers 
report him as Having said, among other things : 

" We believe that capital should own labor ; is there 
any doubt that there must be a laboring class every- 
where ? In all counfries and under every form of social 
organisation there must be a laboring class — a class of 
men who get their living by the sweat of their brow ; and 
then there must be another class that controls anc^ di- 
rects the capital of the country." 

MR. lOHNSON^S YIBWS ON POPULAR SOYERSIONTT. 

After the adjournment of the Democratic 
National Convention from Charleston to Balti- 
more a Democratic State Convention met at 
Milledgeville, 6a., on the 4th of June, to take 
action in regard to the secession of most of the 
Georgia delegates at Charleston. It seems that 
a Business Committee of 24 was appointed, of 
which Herschel Y. Johnson was one. This 
Committee disagreed as to the propriety of ap- 
pointing new delegates to Baltimore, the friendn 
of the Seceders opposing and a few who pre- 
ferred to see Douglas elected to a dissolution 
of the party, favoring that step ; and the conse- 
quence was, that two reports were presented — 



a majority one by twenty members of the 
Committee, and a minority one by four mem- 
bers, which latter division included Herschel 
Y. Johnson who, as chairman, introduced the 
minority report. 

the two reports were discussed by varioan 
per^ions, Mr. Johnson defending his, and Howell 
Cobb, Secretary of the Treasury, acting as pacifi- 
cator« The latter .gentleman stated- that there 
was *'no difference in the principles enunciated 
in both the majority and minority reports. 
There were only two minor differences ; one 
was, that the majority report indorsed the 
secession from the Charleston Convention — 
while the minority neither indorsed nor com- 
mended the action of the Georgia delegates 
there." 

The result was, that the majority report was 
adopted by a vote of 299 to 41, when the 
minority, under the lead of Mr. Johnson, se- 
ceded, organized another Convention and ap- 
pointed a full delegation to Baltimore, who, 
after demanding their seats, withdrew their 
claims, and retired from the contest before the 
Convention had decided the question. 

• The following is the report presented to the re- 
gular Milledgeville Convention by Mr. Johnson: 

MINORITY REPORT. 

Jieaolved^ That we reaffirm the Cincfainati Platformi 
with the following additional propositions : 

1st. That the citizens of the United States have an equal 
right to settle with their property of any kind ^ in the 
organised Territories of the United States, and that under 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
the case of Dred Scott, which we recognize as the correct 
exposition of the Constitution in this particular. slai>e 
property stands upon the same footing as all other 
descriptions of property^ and that neither the General 
Government, nob akt Terbitorial Governmbnt, can 
destroy or impair the right to slave property m the 
common Territories, any more than the riglit to any other 
description of property; that property of all kinds, 
slaves as well as any other species of property, in the 
Territories, stand upon the same equal and broad Consti- 
tutional basis, and subject to like principles of recognition 
and protection in the Legislativk,^ ut/icia/ and eosecu- 
tvoe departments of the Government. 

2d. That we will support any man who may be nomi- 
nated by the Baltimore Convention, for the Ib'esidency, 
who Jiolds the principles set forth in the foregoing pro- 
position, and who will give them his indorsem^eni^ and 
that we will iiot hold ourselves bound to support any man, 
who may be the nominee, who entertains principles in- 
consistent with those set forth in the above proposition, 
or tcho denies thai slave property in the Territories 
does stand on an equaZ footing, and on the sams Contti- 
tuiional basis of other descriptions ofprttperiy. 

In view of the fact that a large majoritj^ of the delegates 
from Georgia felt it to be their duty to withdraw from Uie 
late Democratic Convention at Charleston, thereby de- 
priving this State of her vote therein, according to the 
decision of said Convention. 

ResoUoedy That this Convention will appoint twenty 
delegates — four from the State at large, and two firom 
each Congressional District — to represent the Democratic 
party of Georgia, in the ac^oumed Convention at Balti- 
more, on the iStli Inst., and that said delegates be and 
they are hereby instructed to present the foregoing prO' 
positions, and ask their adoption by tlie National 
Democratic Contention, Herschbl V. Joiuison, 

Thos. p. Saffoid, 
H. K. McCay, 

A. COLVABD. 
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TREASON AND DISUNION AVOWFD, 
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In 1856, as uow, many of the leading Slates- 
men and editors of the Democratic party in -the 
Southern States uttered predictions of Disunion, 
made arguments for Disunion and very solemn 
threats of Disunion in case they should be 
beaten in the Presidential Election. Mr. Slidell, 
Senator from Louisiana, and the particular 
friend and champion of Mr. Buchanan, declared 
In 1856 that " if Fremont should be elected," 
the Union would be dissolved.*' Mr. Toombs, 
of Georgia, said " that in such an event the 
Union would be dissolved, and ought to be dis- 
•olved." Mr. Butler, of S. C.', a leading mem- 
ber of the U. S. Senate and chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee in 1856, said : 

When Fremont is elected, we must rely upon what 
we have— a good State Goveramcnt. Every Governor of 
the South should call the Legislature of his State to- 
gether, and have measures of the South decided upon ' 
^f they did not^ and submit to the degradation, they 
vxnUd- deserve the fate of alavea. /should admse my 
Legislature to go at the tap of the drum, 

Mr. Keitt, of S. C, made a fiery speech at 
Lynchburgh, Va., in 1856 and in view of the 
apprehended election of Col. Fremont, ex- 
claimed : 

I tell you now, that '.1 Fremont is elected, fl<fA«r«»c« 
to ths Union is treason to liberty. (Loud cheers.) I 
tell you now, that the southern man who will submit to 
his election is a traitor and a coward, (Enthusiastic 
cheers.) 

This speech was indorsed as " sound doc- 
trine " by the Hon. John B. Floyd, of Va., now 
Mr. Buchanan's Secretary of War. 

Mr. Preston S. Brooks was complimented for 
his attempted (and nearly successful) assassi- 
nation of Senator Sumner, by >tn ovation at the 
hands of his constituents at which Senators But- 
ler, S. C, and Toombs, of Georgia, assisted. 
The hero of the. day, Mr.*Brooks, made a speech 
on the occasion from which the following is an 
extract ; 

We have the issue upon ds now ; and how are we to 
meet it? I tell you, fellow-citizens, from the bottom of 
my heart, that the only mode which I think available for 
meeting Mis just to tear the OonstUuti&n-ofthe United 
States^ trample it under foot^ and fbrm a Sovcthem 
Omfederacy &eery State of which toill be a slavehold- 
ing State. Loud and prolonged cheers )- I believe it, 
as I stand in the face of my Maker ; I believe it on my 
responsibility to you as your honored representative, 
that the only hope of tfie SotUh is in the Souths and 
that the only available means of making Iha^ Kope 
ejbetioe is to out asunder ffte bonds that tie im to- 
gether. and take our separate position in the fiimily 
of nations. These are my opinions. They have always 
been my opinions. / h,ave been a disttnionist from, 
the time I eould think. , . . 

Now, fellaw-citlzens, I have told you very ftrankly 
and undlsgulsedly, that I believe the only hope of the 
SotUh is in dissolving the bonds tohich connect us with 
the Government— in separating the living body from 
the dead carcass. If I was the commander of an army, 
J never would poet a sentinel who wovM not swear 
that Slavery is right." . . . 

I speak on my individual responsibility : JfFremwni 
he elected President of the United States, lam for the 

0*le in their majesty rising above the lnw and 
ers, taking the power into their own hands, goin^ 
bi' concert or not by concert,- and laying thestron^; 



arm of southern freemen upon the Treajtury and or* 
chives qf the OovemmenL (Applause.) , 

The Charleston "Mercury," the recognized 

organ of the South Carolina Democracy, in a 

recent article says : 

Upon the policy of dissolving *is Vn/ion, of separat- 
ing the Sovw, from her northern Sfl^mies, ana estab- 
lishing a southern Confederacy, parties, prei>M», poli- 
ticians^ and people, are a unit. There is not a single 
public man in Mr limOs, not one of her present repre- 
sentatives or senators in Congress who is not pledged 
to the lips in favor of disunion. Indeed, we .well remem- 
ber that one of the most prominent leaders of the cobpe- 
ratioo party, when taunted with submission, rebuked the 
thought by saying, ** that in^ opposing secession^ he only 
took a step backward to strike a blow more deadly 
agaittstthe Union." 

in the autumn of 1856, Henry A. Wise, then 

Governor of Virginia, told the people of that 

State that — 

The South could not, without degradation, submii to 
the election of a Black Republican Pt-esident. ' To tell 
me we ^ould submit to the election of a Black Republi- 
can, under circumstances like these, is to tell me that 
Viri^niH and the fourteen Slave States are already snbja- 
gated and degraded, [cheers ;] that the southern people 
are without spirit, and without purpose to defend the 
rights they know and dare not maintain. [Cheers.] If 
you submit to the election of Fremont, you will prove 
what Seward and Burlingame said to be tru^-rthat tb« 
South cannot be kicked out of the Union. 

During the Presidential campaign of 1856, the 
Washington correspondent of the "New Orleans 
Delta," a journal high in the confidence of the 
Pierce administration, wrote : 

It is already arranged, in the event of Fremont^ 
election, or a failure to elect by the people, to call tl^ 
Le^latures of Virginia, South Carolina and Geor^a *U 
concert measures to withdraw from the Union before 
Fremont can get possession of the Army and navy an<{ 
the purse-strings of government. Governor Wise is acm 
tivety at work already in the matter. 2he South can 
rely on the President in the emergency contemplated. 
The question now is, whether the people of the South will 
sustain their leaders. 

At a Union meeting recently held at Knox- 
ville, Tenn., Judge Daily, formerly of Georgia, 
made a violent southern speech, in the course oC 
which he said : 

• 

During the Presidential contest. Governor Wise had ad- 
dressed letters to all the southern governors, and that 
the one to the Governor of Florida had been shown 
him, in which Gov. Wise said he had an army in read- 
iness to prevent Fremont from taking his seat if elect- 
ed, and asking the co5peration of those to whom be 
wrote : 

• Charles J. Faulkner, formerly a Representa- 
tive in Congress from Virginia, (I)hairman of the 
Democratic Congressional Committee, in 1856, 
and now Minister to Franco, at a recent Demo- 
cratic meeting held in Virginia, over which bo 
presided^ said : 

When that noble and gallant 9on of Vlr^nla, Henry A. 
Wise, declared, as was said he did in October, 1856, that 
if Fremont should be elected, he would sbizk tbi na- 
tional ABSKNAL AT harpkr's fbrrt, how few would, at 
'that time, have justified so bold and decided a measure? 
Jt is the fortune of some great and gifted minds to see 
far in odAoance of their contemporaries. Should Wil- 
liam' H. Seward be elected in 1860, where is the man now 
in ourtnidst, who 'jDould not call for the impeaohaneni 
<(f a Governor of Virginia who would ailenlly «i(^ 
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enatarm&ry to piiM nndsr the eontroi cf 9ueh an Jft»- 

The Richmond Enquirer.^ long one of the 
leading exponents of the Southern Democracy, 
in commenting on the murderous assault on 
Senator Sumner, said : 

Sumner, and Sumner^s friends, must be puidahed and si- 
lenced. Either such wretches nrast be hong or put in the 
peidtentiary, or the South should prepare at once to quit 
(he Union. , 

If Fremont Is elected, the Union will not last an hour 
after Mr. Piercers term expires. 

If Fremont ts elected, it will be the duty of the South 
to dissolve the Union and form a Southern Confederacy. 

Let the South present a compact and undi-vlded front. 
Let her, if possible, detach Pennsylvania and southern 
Ohio, southern Indiana, and southern Illinois, from the 
North, and make the highlands between the Ohio and the 
lakes (he dividing line. Let the South treat with Califor- 
nia ; and, if necessary, ally herself with Russia, with Cuba, 
andBrasil. 

Senator Iverson, of Georgia, in a speech made 
to his constituents previous to the assembling of 
the second session of the 86th Congress, said : 

Slavsrp must bs mainictined'-in the Vhion^ ifpo8- 
HbU: out ofU^if neoeseary ; psaeeably^ if we raay^ 
foTOwVy iff we must, . 

In a confederated government of their own, the South- 
em States would ei^oy sources of wealth, prosperity, and 
power, unsurpassed by any nation on earth. No neutra- 
lity laws would restram our adventurous sons. Our- ex- 
panding policy would stretch far beyond present limits. 
Central America would join her destiny to ours, and so 
would Cuba, now withheld from us by theyoice and votes 
of Ab<^tion enemies.' 

During the late memorable contest for Speaker, 

the same Senator remarked, as follows : 

Sir, I will tell you what I would do, if I had the control 
of the southern members of this House and the other, when 
you elect John Sherman. If I had control of the pubUc 
sentiment, the very moment you elect John Sherman, 
thuB giving to the South the example of insult as well as 
ii^ury, I would walk, every one of us, out of the Halls of 
this Capitol, and consult our constituents ; and I would 
never enter again until I was bade to do ao by those who 
had the right to control me. Sir, I go further than that. 
I woufd counsel my constituents instantly to dissolve all 
political ties with a party and a people who thus trample 
on our rightsi That is what I would do. 

lu an elaborate speech delivered later in the 
session by the same Senator, he said : 

Sir, there is but one path of safety to the South ; but 
one mode of preserving her institution of domestic Slavery ; 
and that is a confederacy of States having no incongruous 
and opposing elements — a confederacy of Slave States 
alpne, with homogeneous language, laws, interests, and in- 
stitutions. Under such a confederated Republi<^ with a 
Constitution which should shut out the approach and en- 
trance of all incon^ous and conflicting elements, which 
should protect the mstitution from change, and keep the 
wbole nation ever bound to its preservation, by an un- 
changeable fundamental law, the fifteen Slave StJates, with 
(heir power of expansion, would present to tiie world the 
most free, prosperous, and happy nation on the face of the 
wide earth.. 

Shr, with these views, and with the -firm conviction which 
I have entertained for many years, and which recent events 
have only seemed to confirm, that the ^ Irrepressible con- 
flict " between the two sections must and will go on, and 
with accumulated speed, and must end, in the Union, with 
(he total extinction of African Slavery In the southern 
States, that I have announced my determination to ap- 
prove and urge the southern States to dissolve the Union < 
upon the election of a Black Republican to the Prraidency 
of the United States, )3y a sectional northern party, and 
upon a platfonn of opposition and, hostility to southern 
Slavery. 

Senator Brown, of Missi^)s!ppi, in a recent 
f peech to his constituents, suid : 

Iteetnt Cuba ; I want TamauHpas, PotosI, and one or 
two other Mexican States ; and J want them aU for the 
edme reason— for the pl<inting and spreading of Slch 
rery. And a footing in Central America will powerfully 
aid us in acquiring those other States. Tes ; IwoMtthese 
cowUrissfor the epread qf Slavery. I would spread 



the blessings of Slavery, Uhe the religion of our Divine 
Mooter^ to the uttermost ends of the earths and, rebel- 
lious and wicked as the Yankees have been, Iwotud even 
eoatmtd it to them 

Whether we can obtahi the Territory while the Union 
lasts, I do not know ; I fear we cannot. But I would make 
an honest effort, and if we failed, I would go out of the 
Union, and try it there. I speak plainly— I would make 8 
refiisal to acquire territory, because it was to be slave ter 
ritory, a cause for disunion, just ss I would make the refu- 
sal to admit a new State, because it was to be a Slave State, 
a cause for disunion. .... 

The election of Mr. Seward, or any other man of his 
party, is not, per m, justifiable ground -for dissolving the 
Union. But the (tct of putting the Government in the 
hands of men who mean to use it for our subjugation, ought 
to be resisted, even to the disruption of every tie that 
binds us to the Union. 

Jefferson Davis, U. S. Senator from Missis- 
sippi, in an address to the people of his State, 
July 6, 1859, said : 

For myself, I say, as I said on a former occasion, in 
the contingency of the election of a President on the 
platform of Mr. Seward's Rochester speech, let the Union 
be dissolved. Let the ** greatr, but not the greatest of 
evils," come. 

Mr. Clay, of Alabama, in a recent speech in 
the Senate, contemplating the possible defeat of 
his party in the coming Presidential contest, 
said : . 

I make no predictions, no promise for my State; 
but, in conclusion, will only say, that if she is faithftil to 
the pledges she has made and principles she has pro- 
fessed — if she is true to her own interest and her own 
honor— if she is not recreant to all that State pride, in- 
tegrity and duty demand — she will never submit to your 
authority. I will add, that unless she and all the 
southern States of this Union, with perhaps but two, or, 
at most, three exceptions, are not faithless to the pledges 
they have given, Vi^ wiU never submit to the govern' 
ment of a President professing yo r politioalfaith 
mid elected ly your sectional majority. 

When Mr. Clay had taken his seat, Mr. Gwin, 
of California, made a speech in which he de- 
clared it as ** the inevitable result that the 
South would prepare for resistance in the event 
of the election of a Republican President.*' 

On the 24th of January, 1860, the Hon. 
Robert Toombs, of Georgia, made a violent 
speech in the Senate, on Mr. Douglas' Resolu- 
tion directing the Judiciary Committee to re- 
port a bill for the protection of* each State and 
Territory against invasion from any other State 
or Territory. Mr. Toombs commenced his 
speech by the announcement that the country 
was in the midst of civil war, adding, " I feel 
and know that a large body of these Senators 
are enemies of my country." Mr. Toombs pro 
ceeded in an elaborate and vituperative speech 
to prove that the people of the North had vio- 
lated the Constitution, by refusing to capture 
and return fugitive slaves to their masters in 
the South. 

Sir, I have but flttle more to add— nothing for myselt 
I feel that I have no need to pledge my poor services to 
this great cause — ^to my country. My State has spoken 
for herself. Nine years ago a convention of her people 
met and declared that her connection with this govern- 
ment depended upon the faithful execution of this fugitive 
slave law, and her fUU ei^oyment of equal rights in the 
common Territories. I have shown tliat the one contin- 
gency has already arrived ; the other waits only the suc- 
cess of the Republican party in the approaching Presiden- 
tial election. I wa^ a member of ttiat conventitm, and 
stood then and now pledged to its action. I have faith- 
fully labored to avert these calamities. I will yet labor 
unW this last contingency happens, faithfully, honestly, 
and to the best of my pbor abilities. When that time 
comes, freemen of Georgia redeem your pledge; I am 
ready to redeem mine. Your honor is involved — ^your 
faith is plighted. I know you feel a stain as a wound ; 
your peace, your social system, your firesides are in- 
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TolTed. NM6r p6rmU IhU Federal Oox>emmtnt to 
pass into the trattoroue hands of the Blach Republican 
party. It has already declared war against yOu and your 
Bstitutiond. It every day commits acts of war against 
f ou : it has already compelled you to arm for your de- 
fense. Listen to *■*■ no vain babblings," to no treacherous 
jargon about " oyert acts ;" they have already been com- 
mitted. Defend yourselves; the enemy is at your door; 
widt not to meet him at the hearthstone — meet him at the 
door-sUl, and drive him from the temple of liberty, or pull 
down its pillars and involve him in a common ruin. 

Senator Clingman, of North Carolina, in a re- 
cent speech, says that ** there are hundreds of 
disunionlsts in the South now, where there was 
not one ten years ago," and that in some of the 
States the men who would willingly see the 
Union dissolved are in the majority. In con- 
sidering the proper cause for disunion, Mr. 
Clingman continues : 

In my judgment, the election of the Presidential can- 
didate of the Black Republican party will furnish that 
cause. . . . 

No <ither " overt act " can so imperatively demand re- 
sistance on our part as the simple election of their candi- 
date. Their organization is one of avowed hostility, and 
they come against us as enemiee. ... • 

The objections are not personal merely to this Senator 
(Mr. Seward), but apply equally to any member of the 
party elected by it. It has, in fact, been suggested that, 
as a matter of prudence, for the first election they should 
choose a southern free-soiler. Would the Colonies have 
submitted more willingly to Benedict Arnold than to Lord 
Oomwallia? 

Mr. Curry, of Alabama, a member of the 
House of Representatives, in a recent speech; 

says: 

However distasteful it may be to my ftiend from New 
York (Mr. Clark), however much it may revolt the public 
sentiment or conscience of this -country, I am not ashamed 
or afridd publicly to avow that the election of William H. 
Seward or Salmon P. Chase, or any such representative of 
the Republican party, upon a sectional platform, ought to 
be resisted to the disruption of every tie that binds this 
Gonfederacy together. (Applause on the Democratic 
■Ide of the House.) 

Mr. Pugh, of the same State, made a speech 
in the House, in which he said : 

If, with the character of the Government well defined, 
and the rights and privileges of the parties to the compact 
clearly asserted by the Democratic party, the Black Re- 
publicans get possession of the Government, then the 
question is fully presented, whetiier the Southern States 
will remain in the wUnion, as subject and degraded colo- 
nies, or will they withdraw and establish a Southern Con- 
federacy of coequal homogeneous sovereigns? 

In my Judgment, the latter is the only course compati- 
ble with the honor, equality, and safety of the South ; and 
tiie sooner it is known and acted upon the better for all 
parties to the compact. 

The truest conservatism and wisest statesmanship de- 
mand a speedy termination of all asisociation with such 
confederates, and the formation of another Union of 
States, homogeneous in population, institutions, interests, 
and pursuits. 

Mr. Moore, of the same Stat^, said: 

I do not concur with the- declara^on made yesterday 
by the gentleman f^om Tennessee, that the election of a 
Black Republican to the Presidency was not cause for a 
dissolution of the Union. Whenever a President is elected 
by a fanatical majority at the North, those whom I repre- 
sent, as I believe, and the gallant State which I in part 
represent, are ready, let the consequences be what tiiey 
may, to fall back on their reserved rights, and say, ** As 
to ti^ Union, we have no longer any lot or part in it." 

Mr. Bonham, a member of th^ House from 
South Carolina, Bald : 

As to disunion, upon the election of a Black R^ubli- 
can, I can speak for no one but myself and those I have 
here the honor to represeht; and I say, without hesitation, 
Uiat, upon the election of Mr. Seward, or any other man 
who indorses and proclaims the doctrines held by him and 
his party — call him by what name you please^I am in 
favor of an immediate dissolution of the Union. And, sir, 



I think I speak the sentiments of my own constitoents ao^ 
the State of South Carolina, when I say so. 

Mr. Crawford, of Georgia, said : 

Now, in regard to the election of a Black Republican 
President, I have this to say, and I speak the -sentiment of 
every Democrat on this fioor from the State of Georgia : 
we will never submit to the Inauguration of a Black Re- 
publican President (Applause from the Democratic 
benches, and hisses fi'om the Republicans.) I repeat it, 
ur — and I have authority to say so— that no Democratic 
representative from Geoi^a on this fioor will ever sabmit 
to the iniiuguratlon of a Black Republican Preodent. 
(Renewed applause and hisses.) . . . The most con- 
fiding of them aJ are, sir, for ** equality in tiie Union or 
independence out of it;" having lost aU hope in the 
former, I am for " indjbpskdbhcb how ano.indepkhdence 

FORKVBa !" 

» 
Mr. Gartrell, of the same State, said : 

Just so sure as the Republican party succeeds in elect- 
ing a sectional man, upon their sectional, Anti-Slavery 
platform, breathing destruction and death to the rights of 
my people, just so sure, in my judgment, the time will 
have come when the South must and will take an unmis- 
takable and decided action, and that then, '*h& who 
dallies is a dastard, and he who doubts is damned.*' I 
need not tell what I, as a Southern man, will do — I think 
I may safely speak for the masses of (he people of Georgia 
— ^that when, that event happens, they,<»in my judgment, 
will consider it an overt act, a declaration of war, and 
meet immediately in convention, to take into considera- 
tion the mode and measure of redress. That is my posi- 
tion ; and if that be treason to the Government, make ihe 
most of it. 

Mr. McRae, formerly Governor of Mississippi, 
now a member of the House of Representatives, 
recently spoke in that body as follows: 

I said to my constituent's, and. to the people at the 
capital of my State, on my way here, that if such an 
ttvent did occur, while it would be their duty to determine 
ttie course which the State would pursue, it would be my 
privilege to counsel with them as to wnat I believed t4> bt 
the proper course ; and li^aid to them, what I say now, 
and will always say in such an event, that ray counsel 
would be to take independence out of the Union in pre- 
ference to the h)ss of constitutional rights, and conse- 
quent degradation and dishonor in it. That is my posi- 
tion, and it is the position which 1 know the Democratic 
party of the State of Mississippi will maintain. . 

. Mr. De Jarnette, a member of the House 
from Virginia, says : 

Thus William H. Seward stands before the country a 
pegured traitor ; and yet that man, with hands stained 
with the blood of our citisens, we are asked to elect Pre- 
sident of the United States. You may elect him President 
of the North, but of the South never. Whatever the 
event may be, others may differ ; but Virginia, in view 
of her ancient renown, in view of her illustrious dead, 
and in view of her sic semper tyrawnis^ will reust bis 
authority. I have done.' 

Mr.. Leake, also of Virginia, declares : 

Virginia has the right, when she pleases, to withdraw 
from the Confederacy. (Applause from the Democratic 
benches.) . . . That is her doctrine. We will not 
fight in the Union, but quit it the instant we think proper 
to do so. 

Mr. Singleton, of Mississippi, says : 

Tou ask me when will the time (for disunion) come; 
when will the South be united ? It will be when you 
elect a Black Republican— Hale, Sewatd, or Chase— Pre- 
sident of the United States. Whenever you undertake 
to place such a man to preside over the destinies of the 
South, you may expect to see us undivided and indivisi- 
ble friends, and to see all parties of tiie South arrayed to 
resist his inai^guration. 

We can never quietiy stand by and permit the control 
of, the army and navy to go Into the hands of a Black 
Republican President. 

Gpv. Letcher, of Virginia, in his recent mes- 
sage to the Legislature of his State, avows the 
rankest disunion and revolutionary sentiments. 
In this document, he declares that if ailepnb- 
lican Prdsiden : is elected in 1860, 

It is useless to attempt to conceal the f^ct that, ia the 
present temper of the Suuthera people, U cannot b§ and 
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wiU not Is 8u7)iniU6d to. The " Irrepressible conflict" 
doctrine, announced and advocated by the ablest and 
niostdistingui^ned leader of the Kepublican party, Is ati 
open declaration of war against the Institution of African 
Slavery, wh«rever it exists; and I would be disloyal to 
Yirginia and the South if I did not declare that the 
election of such a man, -entertaining such sentiuiento, . 
and advocating such doctrines, oug?U to bs rt-Hited by 
the 9laveholding Slates. The idea of permitting such a 
man to have the control and direction of the army and 
navy of the United States, and the appointment of high 
judicial and executive officers, postmasters Included, 
eanfiot bb entertained by the South/or a moment. 

The Hon. William L. Yancy, a leading and 
prominent Democratic politician 'of Alabama, 
and formerly member of Congress from that 
State, wrote the following letter in 1858, which 
the Washington Slates, a Democratic Journal, 
recently published under the title of the ^* Scar- 
let Letter :" 

MoMTOOMKBT, Jwie 15, 1868. 

Dbar Sir: Yoar kind favor of the 15th is re- 
ceived 

I hardly agree with you that a general movement 
can be made that will clear out the Augean stable. If 
the Democracy were overthrown, it would result in giv- 
ing place to a greater and hungrier swarok of flies. 

The remedy of the South is not in such a process. It 
is in a diligent organization of her true men for prompt 
resistance to the next aggression. It must come in tlie 
nature of things. No national party can save us ; no 
sectional party can ever do it. But if we could do as 
our fathers did — organize committees of safety all over 
the Cotton States (and it is only in them that we can 
hope for any effective movement) — we shall fire the 
Southern heart, insti-uct the Southern mind, give cou- 
rage to each other, and at the propkb moubmt, by one 
organized concerted action, toe can precipitate the 
Option St ites into a revoluUon. 

The idea has been shadowed forth In the South by 
Mr. Ruffin ; has been taken uo and recommended in 
The Advertiser (Published at Montgomery. Alabama), 
under the name of ** League of United Southerners," who, 
keeping up their old party relations on all other ques- 
tions, will hold the Southern issue paramount, and will 
influence parties, legislatures, and statesmen. I have no 
time to enlarge, but to suggest merely. 

In haste, yours, etc., W. L. Takcbt. 

To jAMliS S. SlJkUQHTSR, fisq. 

The Montgomery (Ala.) Confederation thus 
gives the record of the leading secession dele- 
gates from the Charleston Convention from 
that State. It says : 



" The bargain between Freedom and Slavery contidned in 
ihb Constitution of the United States, is morally and po- 
litically vicious, inconsistent with the principles on which 
alone our Revolution can be jnstifled ; cruel and oppres- 
sive, by rivetinK the chains of Slavery ; and grossly une- 
qual and hnpolitic, by admitting that Slaves are at once 
enemies to be kept in subjection, property to be secured 
and returned to their owners, and persons not to be repre- 
sented themselves, but for whom their masters are privi- 
leged with nearly a double share of representation ;" and 

Whereas (to quote the language of Wm. Ellery Chan- 
nlng) " We in the Free States cannot fly from the shame 
or guilt of the Institution of Slavery, while there are pro- 
visions of the Constitution binding us to give it support. 
On this subject our fathers, in framing the Constitution, 
swerved from the right. We, theh: children, see the path 
of duty more clearly than they, and must walk In it. No 
blessings of the Union can be a compensation for taking 
part in the enslaving of our fellow-creatures ;"' and 

Whereas (to quote the language of Joslah Quincy, Sen.), 
" The arm of Uie Union is the very sinew of the subjection 
of the Slaves ; it is the Slaveholder's main strength ; its 
continuance b his forlorn hope ;'* and 

Whereas (to quote the language of Mr. Underwood, of 
Kentucky, as uttered on the floor of Congress), "The Dis- 
solution of the Union, making the Ohio River and Mason 
and Dixon's line the boundary line, is the Disselution of 
Slavery. It had been the common practice for Southern 
men to get up on this floor and say, * Touch this subject 
and we .will Dissolve the Union as a remedy.* Their re- 
medy was the destruction of the thing which they wished 
to save, and any sensible man could see it ;" and 

Whereas (to quote the language of Mr. Arnold, of Ten. 
nessee, on the same occasion), " The South has nothing t« 
rely on, if the Union be Dissolved; for, supposing -that 
Dissolution to be effected, a million of Slaves are ready to 
rise and strike for Freedom at the first tap of the drum :'* 
therefore, 

1. Jiesoleed, That in advocating the Dissolution of the 
Union, the Abolitionists are justified by every precept of 
the Gospel, by every principle of morality, by every claim 
of humanity; that such a Union is a "Covenant with 
Death," which ought to be annulled, and " an agreement 
with Hell," which a just God cannot permit to stand ; and 
that it is the imperative and paramount duty of all whc 
would keep their souls from blood-guiltiness, to deliver the 
oppressed out of the hand of the spoiler, and usher in the 
day of Jubilee ; to seek its immediate overthrow by all 
righteous instrumentalities. 

2. Resolved^ That (to quote the language of William H. 
Seward) " they who think this agitation is accidental, un- 
necessary, the work of interested or fanatical agitatore, 
and therefore ephemeral, mistake the case altogether : it 
is an Irrepressible Conflict between opposing.and enduring 
forces ' and it means that the United States must and will, 
sooner or later, become either entirely a Slaveholding 
Natlor or entirely a Free Labor Nation. It is the failure 



'"*"^'"*''^' V'^^''' A * -u * *v uj » I to app.-ehend this great truth that induces so many un- 
,^® ®J?.® ~° ''^^^«°®*^®'* " *?..TA** *I? *?*® ®y®®'! successful attempts at final Compromise between the Free 



of the Charleston Convention. Listen to what their men 
say: 

" I want the Cotton States precipitated into a revolu 
Uon."^ Wm. L. Yancey. 
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If I had the power, I would dissolve this Govern- 
ment in two minutes."— (/*. T. Morgan. 

" Let us break up this rotten, stinking, and oppressive 
Government."— &eor0r0 Gayle. 

** Resistance I Resistance to death against the Gov- 
ernment is wliat we want now." — Da^ia Mubbard, 

AN ANTI-SLAVERY VIEW OF DISUNION. 

The following Resolutions, prepared by Wm. 
Lloyd Garrison, were adopted at a Convention 
of the non-voting Abolitionists (better known 
as Garrisonians), at Albany, New- York, on the 
2d of February, 1859 : 

Whereas (to quote the language of John Qalacy Adams), 



and Slave States ; and it is the existence of thid great fact 
that renders all such pretended Compromises, when made, 
vain and ephemeral." Therefore, 

8. Besol/ced, That no matter how sincerely or sealously 
any Political Party may be struggling with side issues, in 
relation to Slavery, to prevent its extension, or otherwise 
cripple its power, while standing within the Union and 
sanctioning its Pro-Slavery Compromises, and refusing to 
attack the Institution itself, its position is morally inde- 
fensible ; it rests upon a sandy foundation ; its testimonies 
are powerless, and its example fatal to the cause of lib- 
erty : hence we cannot give it any support. 

4. Resolved^ That " better a thousand times that all 
Hqrth America should be obliterated by a concurrence of 
the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, as a dead, revenging sea 
over buried Cities, than that we, after all our light and 
Liberty, should live only by removing the truth that gave 
us beUig, or should set the example to a terrified and 
struggling world of a Nation claiming and daring to exist 
only by sustained and sanctified oppression." 
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THE POWER OF THE SUPREME COURT. 



In view of the Dred Scott dida and other en- 
croachments upon the Liberties of the People 
and the rights of the States, that may well be 
apprehended from future decisions of a Federal 
partisan Judiciary, the opinions of the leadecs of 
the old Jeffcrsouian Repubtican party on the { 
powers and duties of the Supreme Court become | 
matter of public interest. ^ \ 

OPINIONS OF TnOMAS JEFFERSON. 

In a letter to John AdamB, dated Sept. II, 

1804, Mr. JefTerson says': 

You seemed to think that it derolvBd on the Judges to 
decide on the validity of the Sedition Law. But nothing in 
the Constitution has given them a 'right to decide for the 
Executive, more than the Executive to decide for tiiem. 
Both ma^strates are equally independent in the sphere of 
action a^gned to them. The Judges, believing the law 
constitutional, had a right to pass a sentence of fine and 
imprisonment, because the power was placed in their 
hands by the Constitution. But the Executive, believing 
the law to be unconstitutional, were bound to remit the 
execudon of it, because that power had been confided to 
them by the Constitution." 

Again, in a letter to Judge Roane, dated 
Poplar Forest, Sept. 6, 1819, Mr. Jefferson re- 
mark's : 

In dei^^g the right they usurp in exclusively ex- 
plaining the Constitution, I go ftirther than you do, if I 
understand rightly your quotation from , the JFedsralUt, 
of an opinion that " The Judiciary is the last resort in re- 
lation to the other departments of the Government, but 
not in relation to the rights of the parties to the compact 
under whidb the Judiciary is derived.". If this opinion be 
sound, then indeed ii our Constitution a complete /«il^ ds 
96. For intending to establish three departments, coUrdi- 
nate and independent, that they jnight check and balance 
one anotiier, it has ^ven, according to this opinion, to one 
of them alone the right to prescribe rules for the govern- 
ment of the others, and to that one, too, which is unelected 
by and independent of the nation The Consti- 
tution, on ^is hypothesis, is a mere thing of wax, in the 
hands of the Ja(Uciary,which they may twist and shape into 
any form they please. It should be remembered, as an eter- 
nal truth in poUtics,that whatever power in any government 
is independent, is absolute also ; in theory only kt first, while, 
the spirit of the people is up, but in practice as fast as that 
relaxes. Independence can.be trusted nowhere but with 
the people in mass. They are inherently independent of 
all but moral law. My construction of the Constitution is 
very different from that you quote. It is that each de- 
partment is truly independent of the others, and has an 
equal right to decide for itself what is the meaning of the 
Constitution, in the cases submitted to its action, and espe- 
cially where it is to act ultimately and without appeal. . 

In a letter to Mr. Jarvis, dated Monticello, 
Sept. 28, 1820, Mr. Jefferson says: 

.... Tou seem, in pages 84 and 148, to consider 
the Judges as the ultimate arbiters of all constitutional 
questions— a very dangerous doctrine indeed, and one 
which would place us under the despotism of an oligarchy. 
Our Judges are as honest as other men, and not more so. 
They have, with others, the same passions for party, for 
power, and the privilege of their corps. Their maxim is, 
**b<mijudici« eat ampliarejurisdicHonem^^'' and their 
power the more dangerous as they are in office for life, 
and not responsible, as the other functionaries are, to the 
elective control The Constitution has erected no such 
t^gle tribunal, knowing that, to whatever hands confided, 
with the corruptions of time and party, its members would 
become despots.' It has more wisely made all the depart- 
ments co-equal and co-sove:«ign within themselves. 



Under date of Montecello, Dec 26, 1820, he 
writes to Thomas Ritchie as follows : 

.... The Judiciary of the United States is the 
subtle corps of sappers and miners constantlv working 
under-ground to undermine the foundations of our con- 
federated fabric. They are construing our Constitution 
from a coordination of a general and special government 
to a general and supreme one alone. 

On the 18th of August, 1821, Mr. Jefferson 
writes to Mr. 0. Hammond, as follows : 

It has long, however, been my opinion, and I have 
never shrunk from its expression, that the germ of disso- 
lution of our Federal. Government is in the constitution 
of the Federal Judiciary— an irresponsible body, work- 
ing like gravity by night and by day, gaining a little to- 
day and a little to-morrow, and advancing its noiseless 
step, like a thief, over the field of jurisdiction, until all 
shall be usurped from the States, and the Government of 
all be consolidated into one. To this I am opposed ; be- 
cause, when all government, domestic and foreign, in 
little as in great things, shall be drawn to Washington as 
the centre of all power, it will render powerless the 
checks provided of one Government on another, and will 
become as venal and oppressive as the Government from 
which we separated. It will be as in Europe, where 
every man must be either pike or gudgeon, hammer or 
anvil Our functionaries -and theirs are wares from the 
■ame workshop, made of the same materials, and by the 
same hand. If the States look with apHthy on this silent 
descent of their Government Into the gulf which is to 
swallow'.all, we have only to weep over the human char- 
acter, formed uncontrollable but by a rod of iron, and 
the blasphemers of man as incapable of self-gove. nment, 
become his true historians. 

In a lettcrto Judge Johnson, dated MonticcUo, 

March 4, 1820, he says — 

I cannot lay down my pen without recurring to one of 
the'subjects of my former letter, for, in truth, there is no 
danger I apprehend so much as the consolidation of our 
Govemipent by the noiseless, and therefore unalarming, 
instrumentality of the Supreme Court. This is the form 
In which Fedeialism now arrays itselt 

In a letter dated June 12, same year, he says, 

The practice of Judge Marshall, of traveling out of his 
case to prescribe what the law would be in a moot case 
not before the court is very Irregular and very cen- 
surable. 

In writing to Mr. W. H. Torrance, June 11, 

1815, Mr. Jefferson says : 

The second question, whether the judges are invested 
with exclusive authority to decide on the constitutionality 
of a law, has been heretofore a subject of consideration 
with me in the exercise of official duties. Certainly 
there is not a word in the Constitution which has given 
that power to them more than to the Executive or Legis- 
lative branches . Questions of property, of character, 
and of crime, being ascribed to the judges through a 
definite course of legal proceeding, laws involving such 
questions, belong, of course, to them ; and as they decide 
on them ultimately, and without appeal, they, of course, 
decide for themselV' 8. The constitutional validity of the 
law or laws again prescribing executive action, and to 
be administered by that branch ultimately, and without 
appeal, the Executive must decide for themselvea^ also, 
whether, under the Constitution, they are valid or not. 
So also, as to laws governing the proceedings of the Leg- 
islature, that body must judge/or itself the constitution- 
ality of the law, and equally without appeal or control 
fjrom its coordinate branches. And, in general, th( 
branch which is to act ultimately, and without appeal or 
any law, is the rightful expositor of the validity of thf 
law, uncontrolled by the opinions of the other co&rdi 
uate authorities. 
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John Taylor, of Caroline, Va., who u'sed iu 
his day to speak and write ** as one having 
authority "in the old Jefferson ian Republican 
party, in an essay entitled '* New Views of the 
Constitution," says : 

The perseyerance of the gentleman in fa7or of a 
National Government proves that the subject was tho- 
roughly considered ; and the solemn preference of the 
Feieral form demonstrates that no construction' by 
which the preference will be frustrated can be just. 
Its basis was State sovereignty, compatible, with a fede- 
ral limited Government, but incompatible with a su- 
preme National Government, llence Sti^te Sovereignty 
vas denied by the gentlemen who proposed a National 
tlovemment. This sovereignty is the foundation of all 
Ihe powers reserved to the States. Unless they are sus- 
tained by it, they are baseless. State legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial powers, must all or none flow from 
this source. All are necessary to sustain the State Re- 
publican Governments. Subject either to a master, 
»nd the others become subject to the same master. If 
ihe State judicial power, as flowing from State sov- 
feignty, is .not independent, State legislative and ex- 
t^utive power cannot be independent, because all rest 
upon the same foundation ; and because if a supreme 
federal Judiciary can control State Courts, it can also 
control State Legislatures and Executives.- Thus a 
federal form of Government would be r^ected, though 
it was established, and a National Government would be 
established, though it was.rejected. .... 

The legal features of the Constitution, in relation to 
judges, k expressed in the sixth article: "The Con- 
stitution is the aupreme law of the land, and the 
Judges in e^ery. IStaie are to be bound thereby." 
Can the judgments of the Federal court be a su- 
preme law over this supreme law? Is there no dif- 
ference between the supremacy of a Federal court 
over inferior Federal courts, and the supremacy of the 
Constitution over all courts? The supremacy of the 
Constitution is a guaranty of the independent powers, 
within their respective spheres, allowed by the Federal- 
ist tA the State and Federal Governments. A supre- 
macy in the court might abridge or alter these sphere. 
The State judges are bound by the Constitution and by 
an oath to obey the supremacy of the Constitution, and 
not even required to obey the supremacy of the Federal 
court. Why are all the departments of the State and 
Federal Governments equally bound to obey the supre- 
macy of the Constitution ? Because the State and Fe- 
deral Governments were considered as checking or 
balancing departments. Had either been considered as 
subordinate to a supremacy in the oiher, it would have 
been tyrannical to require it by an oath to support the 
■upremacy of the Constitution, and also to break that 
oath by yielding to the usurped supremacy of the other. 

During the administration of John Adams, 
ihe Judiciary system wad remodeled in such 
way as to create a large number of Circuit 
Judgeships, and to make the Supreme Court 
simply a Court of Appeal from the inferior 
jurisdictions. After the election of Mr. Jeffer- 
son, with a Republican (Democratic) majority 
in Congress the act was repealed. 

During the debate in the Senate, which was 
protracted, on this repeal bill, Mr. Jackson 
of Georgia, said : 

We have been asked if we are afraid of having an 
army of judges ? For myself, I am more afraid of an 
army of judges under the patronage of the President, 
than of an army of soldiers. The former can do us 
more harm. They may deprive us of our liberties, if 
attached to the Executive, from their decisions ; and 
'from the tenure of oflice contended for, we cannot re- 
move theln; while the soldier, however he may act, is 
enUsted, or if not enlisted, only subStisted-for two years ; 
whilst the judge is enlisted for life, for his salary cannot 
be taken from him.— /S€6 Annals of Congress, 1801-3, 
pa^e 47. 

During the same*discussi6n, Mr. Mason, of 
.Virginia, said : 

The objects of courts of law, as 'I understand them, 
are to settle questions of right between suitors, to en- 
force obedieace to the laws, and to protect the citizens 
against the oppressive use of power in the Executive 
ofiics. Not to protect them against the Legislature, 



for that I think I have shown to be impossible, with the 
powers which the Legislature may salely use and exer- 
sUe, and because the people have retained in their own 
hands the power of controlling and directing the Legis- 
lature, by their immediate and mediate elections of 
President, Senate, and House of Kepresentatives.^/Sotf 
ib.f page 73. 

Mr. Cocke, of Tennessee, on the same sub- 
ject, said : 

We have been told that the nation is to look up to 
these immaculate judges to protect their liberties ; to 
pi'otect the people against themse.vea. — /&., pa>ge 75. 

In the House, Robert Williams, of North 

Carolina, said: 

If this doctrine is to extend to the length gentlemen 
contend, 'then is the sovereignty of the Government to be 
swallowed up in the vortex of the Judiciary. Whatever 
the other departments of the Government may do, they 
can undo. You may pass a law, but they can anoul^t. 
Will not the people be astonished to hear that their lawe 
depend upon the wUl of the judges, who are themselves 
independent of all law ?— 7^., pages 581, 582. 



John Randolph, of Roanoke, said : 

But, sir, if you pass the law, the judges are to put their 
veto upon it by declaring it unconstitutional, llere is a 
new power, of a dangerous and uncontrollable nature, 
contended for. The decision of a constitutional question 
must rest somewhere. Shall it be confided to men im- 
mediately responsible to the people, or to those who are 
irresponsible ? for the responsibility by impeachment ia 
little less than a name. From whom is a corrupt decision 
moiA to be feared ? To me- it appears that the power 
which has the right of passing, without appeal, pn the 
validity of your laws, is your sovereign. . . . But, 
sir, are we not as deeply interested in the true exposition 
of the Constitution as the judges can be ? With all due 
deference to their talents, is not Congress as capable of 
forming a correct opinion as they are ? Are not its' 
members acting undt:r a responsibility to public opinion, 
which can and will check their aberrations from duty ? 
Let a case, not an imaginary one, be stated : Congresv 
violates the Constitution by fettering the press; the judi- 
cial corrective is applied to ; far from protecting the 
liberty of the citizen, or the letter of tlie Constitution 
you find them outdoing the legislature in zeal ; pressing 
the common law of England to their service where the 
sedition law did not apply. Suppose your reliance had 
been altogether on this broken staff, and not gn the elec- 
tive principle ? Your pi ess might have been enchained 
till doomsday, your citizens incarcerated for life, and 
where is your remedy ? But ^f the construction of the 
Constitution is left with us, there are no longer limits to 
our*power ; and this would be true, if an appeal did not 
lie through the elections, from us to the nation, to whom, 
alone, and not a few privileged individuals, it belongs to 

decide, in the last resort, on the Constitution 

In their inquisitorial cafSacity, the Supreme Court, re* 
lieved from the tedious labor of investigating judicial, 
points by the law of the last session, may easily direct the 
Executive, by mandamus, in what mode it is their 
pleasure that we should execute his functions. They will, 
also have more leisure to attend to the legislature, and> 
forestall, by Inflammatory pamphlets, their decisions on. 
all important questioOB ; whilst, for the amusement of the 
public, we shall retain the right of debating, but not of. 
yoxing.'^Jb.y pages 661, 662. 



Nathaniel Macon, of North Carolina, said : 

We have heard much about the judges, and the necea* 
sity of their independence. I will state one fact, to show 
that they have power as well as independence. Sooa 
after the establishment of the Federal Courts, they issued^ 
a writ— not being a professioilal man, I shall not under^ 
take to give its name — to the Supreme Court of North. 
Carolina, directing a case then depending in the State- 
Court to be brought into the Federal Court. The State 
judges refused to obey the summons, and laid the whole 
pfoceedinga before the legislature, who appioved ttaeii' 
conduct, and, as well as I remember, unanimously ; 
and this in that day was not called disorganizing. — lb. 
page 711. 



John. Bacon, of Maissachusetts, said : 

The Judiciary have no more right to prescribe, direct, 
3r cbutrol the acts of the other departments of the Gov- 
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ernment, than the other departments of the Govern- 
ment have to prescribe or direct those of the Judiciary. — 
Jb.tpag6 99». 

THI BKDITION LAW. 

When the case of Matthew Lyon was before 

the United States Senate in 1818, on petition 

asking indemnity for a fine imposed upon him 

under the Sedition Law, John J. Crittenden, of 

Kentucky, said : 

* The judiciary is a valuable part of the Gk>vemment, and 
ought to be highly respected, but is not infallible. The 
GonsUttttion Is our guide— our supreme Uw. Blind homage 
can never be rendered by freemen to any power. In all 
cases of alleged violations of the Constitutfon, it was for 
Congress to make a Just* discrimination. — ^entofi'a 
AbridifinefUt i>oL 6, page 184. 

Nathaniel Macon, of Korth Carolina, on the 

same day said : 

According to some gentlemen, we were to regard the 
Judidary more than the law, and both more than the Con- 
stitution. It was a misfortune the Judges were not equal 
in infallibility to the God who made them. The truth 
was, if the Judge was a party-man out of power, he would 
be a party-man in. The office would not change human 
nature. He had no doubt that the Sedition Law, and the 

Sroceedlngs under it, had more effect in revolutionldng 
tie Government than all its other acts. He well remem- 
bered the language of the times — ^pay your taxes, but 
donH speak against government — Ibia.^ page 187. 

Hon. James Barbour, of Virginia, made a re- 
port on the subject of the petition, of which the 
following is an extract : 

The first question that naturally presents itsetf in the 
investigation is, was the law constitutional? The com- 
inittee have no hesitation in pronouncing, in their opin- 
ions, it was not. . . . 

The committee are aware that, in opposition to this 
view of the subject, the decision of some of the judges of 
the Supreme Court, sustaining the constitutionalltv of the 
law, has been frequently referred to, as sovereign and 
oonclusive.of the question. -. 

- The committee entertain a high respect for the purity 
hnd intelligence of the Judiciary. But it is a rational re- 
tpect, limited by a knowledge of the frailty of human na- 
ture, and the theory of the Constitution, which declares, 
not only that Judges may err in opinion, but also may 
commit crimes, and hence has provided a tribunal for the 
trial of offenders. 

OKORGIA. 

In the case of Paddleford, Fay, &, Company 
«. the Mayor and Aldermen of the city of Sa- 
Tannah, Judge Benning, in delivering the opin- 
ion of the court, recited two or three cases in 
which the State of Georgia had acted in disre- 
gard of the decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the Uuited States. In the case of Qhisholm, 
executor, against Creorgia, the Supreme Court 
of the United States— 

Orderedy that unless the said State shall either hi due 
form appear, or show cause to the contrary, in this court, 
by the first day of next term. Judgment by default shall be 
entered against the said State. 

The reporter adds, in a note, that " in February term, 
1794, Judgment U)cu rendered for the plaintiff, and a writ 
eff inquiry awarded. The writ, however, was not sued out 
and executed ; so that this cause, and all of the other sijits 
against States, were swept at once from the records of the 
court by the amendment of thp Federal Constitution.** 

Georgia treated the court with contempt in ren>ect to 
tliis case. Her position was, that the court had no Juris- 
diction of ker as a party.— Georgia BeporU^ vol M, 
poi/e 479. 

Tlie Judge proceeds to say, that '* in this 
position Georgia triumphed,'* and that the judg- 
ment against her ** fell dead.'* 

The Judge next cites the case of Worcester 
and Butler, who had settled on the Cherokee 
lands in Georgia, contrary to the . laws of the 
State, and for which offense they were Eent to 
the penitentiary. On a writ of error, the Su- 



preme Court of the United States annulled the 
Judgment in the State court, and issued a man- 
date to the Superior Court of Georgia, to carry 
its judgment of reversal into execution* Judge 
Benning proceeds : 

Now, what did Geore^a do on receipt of thi9 qiecial 
mandate f Through every department of her government 
she treated the mandate and the writ of error with con- 
tempt the most profound. She did not even protest 
agamst Jurisdiction, as she had done in the case of diia- 
hohn*s executors ; but she kept Worcester and Butler in 
the penitentiary, and she executed, in the Creek nation, 
the laws, for nolating which they had been put in the 
penitentiary. . . . 

Judge Benning, in deliyering his opinion, saya 
further : 

It was not only in this case that Georgia occa]rfed this 
position ; she did it in two other cases, and those, cases of 
life and death : the case of Tassels, and Uiat of Ghravee. 
One . of these happened before those of Worcester aad 
Butler, namely, in 1880; the other afterward. In ISdA. 
The Supreme Court had issued writs of error in each of 
these cases, on the application of the defendants to the 
State of Georgia { but, as the cases are not reported, it k 
to be presumed that these writs never got back to the 
Supreme Court ; or that, if they ever did, it was too late. 
It is certain that Georgia hung the applicants for the writ. 

In the Tassels case, the legislature passed 
these, among other resolutions : 

Heaopoed'y That the State of Georgia will never so far 
compromit her sovereignty, as an independent State, as to 
become a party to the case sought to be made before the 
Supreme Court of the United States by the writ In ques- 
tion. 

Heeolpedt That his excellency the Governor be, and he 
and every other officer of this State is hereby, requested 
and CE^oined to disregard any and every mandate and 
process that has been or shall be served on him or theoL, 
purporting to proceed from the Chief Justice or any Asao- 
ciate Jiisuce of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
for the purpose of arresting the execution of any of thm 
criminal laws of this State. 

Similar resolutions were passed, aa to the 
caifie of Graves, by the legislature of 1834, 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

The Supreme Court of Pennsylvania, in the 
case of the Commonwealth v. Cobbett, gave a 
unanimous opinion in 1783, from which Sie fol- 
lowing is an extract : 

If a State should differ with the United Static aboul tho 
construction of them, there is no common umpire but the 
people, who should adjust the affair by making amend- 
ments in the constitutional way, or suffer tram the defect. 
In such a case, the Constitution of the United Staiea ia 
federal ; it is a league or treaty made by the in^vidnal 
States as one party, and all the States as another party. 
When two nations differ about the meaning q^ any daiue, 
sentence, or word, in a treaty, neither has an ezclnslve 
right to decide it ; they endeavor to adjust the matter by 
negotiation ; but if it cannot be thus accomplished, each 
has a right to retain its own interpretation, until a refer- 
enoe be had to the mediation of other nations, and arbi- 
tration, or the fate of war. There is no provision In the 
Constitution that in such a case the Judges of the Supreme 
Court of the United States shall control and ba conclusive ; 
neither can the Congress by a law confer that power.— 
Jieepublioa v. OobbeU^ 8 DaUae^t Beporte^ page 47fi. 

TIRQIKIA. 

' The 'Court of Appeals of Virginia, In ljB14, in 
the case of Hunter v, Martin, devisee of Fair- 
fax, entered the following unanimous opinion, 
after full argument : 

The court is unanimously of opinion that the appeOat* 
power of the Supreme Court of the United States does not 
extend to this court, under a sound co'nstrucUon et the 
Constitution of the United States ; that so much of 4he 
twenty-fifth section of the act of Congress to establish the 
Judicial conrts of the United States as extends the H>pel- 
late Jurisdiction of the Supreme Court to this court k Aol 
in pursuance of the Constitution of the United States; 
that the writ of error in this case wa^ improvidently at- 
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kwed under the authority of that act ; that the proceed- 
ings thereon in the Supreme Court were eoratn non 
^udice in relation to this^ourt ; and that obedience to its 
mandate be declined by this court 

In times of violent party excitement, ag^tatinjc the 
. whole nation, to expect that Judges will be entirely ex- 
empt from its influence, argues a profound ignorance of 
mtinkind. Although clotiied with the ermine, they are 
«tiU men, and carry- into the judgment eeai the passions 
and motives common to their kind. Their decisions on 
paiiy questions reflect their individual opinions, which 
frequently betray them unconsciously into error. To 
balance tiie Judgment of a whole people by that of two or 
three men, no matter what may be their official elevation, 
is to exalt the creature of the Constitution above its 
creator, and to assail the foundation of our political 
fabric ; which is, that the decision of the people is infal- 
lible, from which there is no appeal but to Heaven. — See 
Benton^a AbridgmerU^ vol. 6', pages 660, 661. 

Mahlon Dickerson, of J^ew-Jersey, said : 

But I must beg leave to differ fhHn the honorable gen- 
tleman (Mr. Walker, of Georgia) when he informs us that 
our independent Judiciary is the bulwark of the liberties 
of the people. By which he must mean, defenders of the 
people against the oppressions of the Government. From 
what I witnessed in the-years 1798, 1799, and 1800, 1 never 
•ball, I never can, consider our Judiciary as the bulwark 
of the liberties of the people. The people must look out 
for other bulwarks for their liberties. — /See ib., page 701. 

RICHARir H. JOHNSON, OF KENTUCKY. 

Mr. Johnson, who was elected Vice-Ppe^ident 
of the United Stales by the Democratic party, 
represented Kentucky in the United States 
Senate in 18*22. I find in Benton^s Abridg- 
ment of the Debates of Congress, vol. 7, page 
146, an elaborate speech of Mr. Johnson upon a 
resolution offered by him, proposing an amend- 
ment of the Constitution. His proposition was 
to amend the Constitution by referrmg all cnses 
in which a State may be a party to the final 
adjudication of the Senate. In the course of 
tiis remarks, he says : 

At this time there Is, unfortunately, a want of qonfi- 
denee in the Federal Judiciary, in cases that involve 
politioal power ; and this distrust my be carried to other 
eases, such as the lawyers call fneum et iuum. 

Courts also, like cities and villa^ges, or like legislative 
bodies, will sometimes have their leaders ; and it may 
happen, that a single individual will be the prime cause 
of a decision to overturn the deliberate act of a whcrle 
State, or of the United States ; yet, we are admonished 
to receive their opinions as the ancients did the re- 
sponses of the Delphic oracle, or the Jews, with more 
propi iety, the communications from Heaven, delivered 
by [Trim and 77i,wwm<m, to the High Priest of God's 
chosen people, from the eancUtm sanctorum. Other 
causes of difference might be multifilied to a tedious ex- 
tent ; but enough has been said to show that Judges, who, 
like other men, are subject to the frailties, the passions, 
the partialities, and antipathies, incident to human na- 
ture, should not be exempted from responsibility on ac- 
count of their supe ior integrity, learning, and capacity ; 
or that* their decisions should be subject to revision by 
some competent tribunal, responsible to the people. *It 
is believed that this is the opinion of that great and good 
man who penned the Declaration of Independence, and 
who now enjoys, in the shades of Monticello, the bless- 
ings of the principles which it contains. '. . . 

It was the Judgment of a court that doomed the Im- 
mortal Soc. ates to drink the hemlock. When the Koman 
tyrant could no longer use a hired soldiery to 'immolate 
the victims of his Jealousy, he reported to courts of law. 
When Henry VIII , of England, would exercise duel 
despoUsm under the forms of a fVee Constituti6n, the 
army, the court, and the Parliament, were the potent 
engines that sustained him. When Mary, his daughter, 
compelled the Protestants to seal their testimony at the 
stake, the court gave sanction to the murderous deeds. 
Her sister and successor, EUeabeth, created the Court of 
High Commission, and formally invested it with inquisi- 
torial power. She also supported the arbitrary edicts of 
ttie Star Chamber. The Puritans, because obnoxious to 
ibe free exercise of the prerogatives of the Crown, were 
Impiisoned and dispersed by process of law, and the 
Judges were the supporters of her despotic' power. 
When she would destroy her unfortunate kinswoman,- 
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the Queen of Scots, the Jndge» were in»traeted to eon- 
demn her, and by their sentenee she came ta the block. 
This horrid deed was covered by the eloak of judicial 
proceedings. When Charles I.^ determined to change 
the religion of Scotland, he made- use of the Court of 
High Commilsion to effect the ob>e«t. By the same Judi 
cial power, the advocates for the ctoctrines of the Re 
formation have so often been divested »E their religious 
privileges, and doomed to seal with their blood that re- 
ligion which bore them triumphantly threugh the vale ol 
death. 

The short, though splendid history of this Oeverament 
ftirnislies nothing that can induce us le> look with a very 
favorable eye to the Federal Judiciary as a safe deposi- 
tory pf our liberties. When a law was enaeted in viola 
tlon of a vital principle of the ConStitntien, that whiek 
wasdesigned to secure the freedom of speech and of the 
press, the victims of its operation looked in vain to the 
Judges to arrest the progress of usurpation. If this 
power could ever be exercised to any good purpose, it 
would be, on such occctfsions, to declare the law uncon- 
stitutional which aims a deadly blow at the vital princi- 
ples of freedom; but, so far as the transactions' of that 
day are detailed in our pul>lic records, it appears that 
the Judiciary was a willing instrument of Federal usur- 
pation. That law was executed in all the rigor of the 
spirit which dictated it. Th6 turbulence of faction found 
no moderation there ; and the people found relief only 
in their own power. The exercise of their elective fran- 
chise removed the evil, and thid is their only safe depen- 
dence. 

GEN. JACKSON. 

The following is an extract from Gen. Jack- 
son's mesBage vetoing the bill ■ for rechartering 
the Bank of the United States. It may be 
found on page 488 of the Senate Journal for 
the first session of the Twenty-second Congress, 
and is in these words : 

'If the opinion of the Supreme Court covered the 
whole ground of this act, it ought not to control the, co- 
ordinate authorities of this Government. The Congress, 
the Executive, and the Court, must each fo;* itself bo 
guided by its own opinion of the Constitution. Each 
public officer, who takes an oath to support the Consti- 
tution, swears that he will support it as he understands 
it, and not as. it is understood by others. It is as much 
the duty of the House of Representatives, of the Senate, 
and of the President, to decide upon the Constitutional- 
ity of any bill or resolution which may bQ presented to 
them for passage or apprpval, as it is of the supreme 
Judges, when it may be brought before them for Judicial 
decision. The opinion of the Judges has no more author- 
ity over Congress than the opinion of Congress over Uie 
Judges ; and, on that point, the President is independ- 
ent of both. The authority of the Supreme Court must 
not, therefore, be permitted to control the Congress or 
the Executive when actlng^^n their legislative capacities, 
but to have only such innuence as the force of their 
reasoning may deserve. * 



THE OTHER SIDE OF THE QUESTION. 

MR. WKBSTER^S YIKWa. 

The other side of this question was lucidly 
and ably stated by the late Daniel Webster, in a 
speech delivered before the U. S. Senate, on the 
27th of «{&i^uary, 1830, in the famous debate 
between Mr. W. and Mr. Hayne, of South Car- 
dlina, on FooVs Resolution, as follows : 

Mr. Hayne having rejoined to Mr. Webster, 
especially on the constitutional question, Mr. 
Webster rose, and, in conclusion, said: 

A few words, Mr. Pre^dent, on this constltuUonal argu- 
ment, which the honorable gentleman has Uborea to re- 
construct. 

His argument consists of two propooltlona and an infer- 
ence. His proposlUons are : 

1st. That the Constitution b a compact between the 
States. 

2d. That a Qompact between two, with authMty re* 
served to one to interpret Its terms, would be a surrender 
to that ^ne of all power whatever. 

8d. Therefore, (suoh Is his inference,) the General Gov- 
ernment does not possess the authority to construe its own 
powers. 
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Nov, air,' who does not see, withoat the aid of exposition 
or detection, the utter confusion of ideas involved in this 
80 elaborate and systelnatlc argcment. 

The Constitution, it is said, is a compact "between States { 
the States, then, and the States oniy, are parties to the 
con^)act. How comes the General Government itself a 
parU/ ? Upon the honorable gentleman's hypothesis, the 
General Government is the result of the compact, the crea 
ture of the compact, not one of the parties to it. Yet the 
argument, as the gentleman has now stated it, makes the 
Government itself one of its own creators. It makes it a 
party to that compact to which it owes its own existence. 

For the purpose of erecting the Constitution on the ba* 
sis of a compact, the gentleman considers the States as 
parties to that compact ; but as soon as his compact is 
made, then he chooses to consider the General Govern* 
ment, which is the offspring of that compact, not its off- 
spring, but one of its parties : and so being a party, with- 
out the power of judging on the terms of compact. Pray, 
sir, in what school is such reasoning as this taught ? 

If the whole of the gentleman's main proposition were 
conceded to him, that is to say, if I admit for the sake of 
* the argument, that the Constitution b a compact between 
States, the inferences which he draws from that proposi- 
tion are warranted by no just reasoning. If the Constitu- 
tion be a compact between States, still .that Constitution, 
or that, compact, has established a government, with cer- 
tain powers ; and whether it be one of those powers, that 
it shall construe and interpret for Itself the terms of the 
compact, in doubtful cases, is a question which can only 
be decided by looking to the compact, and inquiring what 
provisions it contains on this point. Without any inconsist- 
ency with natural reason, the Government even thus crea- 
ted might be trusted with this power of construction. The 
extent of its powers, therefore, must still be sought for in 
the instrument itself. 

If the Old Confederation had contained a clause, declar- 
ing that Resolutions of the Congress should be the supreme 
law of the land, any State law or Constitution to the con- 
trary notwithstanding, and that a Committee of Congress, 
or any other body created by it, should possess judicial 
powers extending to all cases arising under resolutions of 
Congress, then the power of ultimate decision would have 
been vested in Congress under the Confederation, although 
that Confederation was a compact between States ; and for 
this plain reason, that it would have been competent to the 
States, who alone were parties to the compact, to agree 
who should decide in cases .of dispute arising on the con- 
. struction of the compact. 

For the same reason, sir, if I were now to concede to the 
gentleman his principal proposition, namely, that the Con- 
stitution is a compact between States, the question would 
still be, what provision is made, in this compact, to settle 
points of disputed eonstruction, or contested power, that 
shall come into controversy? And this question would 
still be answered, and conclusively answered, by the Con- 
stitution itself.' 

While the gentleman is contending against construction, 
he himself is setting up the most loose and dangerous con- 
struction. The Constitution declares, that the laweofCkm- 
gyesn pasted in pursuance of the Constitution shaU 6s 
ike supreme law Cjfthe land. No construction is necessary 
here. It declares, also, with equal plainness and precision, 
t/mt the Judicial power of the United States shall «flj- 
tend to every case arising under Vie laws of Congress. 
This needs no construction. Here is a law, then, which is 
declared to be supreme ; and here is a power established, 
which is to interpret that law. Now, sir, how has the gen- 
tleman met this? Suppose tiie Constitution to be a com- 
pact, yet here are Its terms ; and how does the gentleman 
get rid of them? He cannot argue the seal off the bondy 
nor the word out of the instrument. Here they 'ure ; what 
answer does he give to them? None In the world, sir, ex- 
cept that the effect of this would be to place the States in 
a condition of inferiority ; and that it results ft'om the very 
nature of things, there being no superior, that the parties 
must be their own judges I Thus closely and cogently does 
the honorable gentleman reason on the ^ords of the Con- 
stitution. The gentleman says, if there be such a power 
of final decision in the General Government, he asks for 
the grant of that power. Well, sir, I show him the grant. 
I turn him to the very words. I show him that the laws 
of CongresiT are made supreme ; and that the judicial 
power extends, by express words, to the interpretation of 
these laws. Instead of answering this, he retreats into 
the general reflection, that it must result from the nature 
of things, that the States, being parties, must judge for 
themselves. 

I have admitted, that, if the Constitution were to be con- 
sidered as the creature of. the State Governments, it might 
be modified, interpreted, or construed according* to their 
pleasun;. But, even in that case, it would be necessary 



that they should agree. One alone could not interpret it 
conclusively ; one alone could not construe it ; one alono 
could not modify it. Yet the gentleman's doctrine is, that 
Carolina alone may construe and interpret that compact 
which equally binds all, and gives equal rights to all. 

So, then, sir, even supposing the Constitution, to be a 
compact between the States, the genUeman's doctnne, nev- 
ertheless, is not maintainable ; because, first, the General 
Government is not a party to tiiat compact, but a govern- 
ment established by it, and vested by it with the powers 
of trying and deciding doubtful questions '; and secondly, 
because, if the Constitution be regarded as a compact, not 
one State only, but i^ the States, are parties to that com- 
pact, and one can have no. right to fix upon it her own pe- 
culiar construction. 

So much, sir, for the argument, even if the premises of 
the gentleman were granted, or could be proved. But, 
sir, the gentleman has failed to maintain bis leading pro- 
position. He has not shown, it cannot be shown, that the 
Constitution is a conl^act between State Governments. 
The Constitution itself. In its very front, refutes that idea ; 
it declares that it is ordained and established, by the peo- 
pie of , Vie United States. So far from saying that it is 
established by the governments of the several States, it 
does not even say that it is established by the people of ihs 
s&vsral States; but it pronounces that it is establislied by 
the people of tiie United States, in the aggregate. The 
gentleman says, it must mean no more than the people of 
the several States. Doubtless, the people of the several 
States, taken collectively, constitute the people of the 
United States ; but it is in this, their collective capacity, it 
is as all the people of the United States, that they establUh 
the Constitution. . So they declare ; and words cannot be 
plainer than the words used. 

When the, gentleman says the Constitution is a. com- 
pact between the States, he uses language exactly ap- 
plicable to the old Confederation. He speaks as if he 
were in Congress before 1789. • He d^cribes fully that 
Old state of things then existing. The Confederation was, 
in strictness, a compact ; the States, as States, were par- 
ties to it. We. had no other general government. But 
that was found insufficient, and inadequate to the public 
exigencies. The people were not satisfied with it, and 
undertook to establish a better. They undertook to forxa 
a General Government, which should stand on a new 
basis ; not a confederacy, not a league, not a compact 
between States, but a Constitution ; a popular govern- 
ment, founded in popular election, directly responsible to 
the people themselves, and divided into branches with 
prescribed limits of power, and prescribed duties. Thej 
ordained such a government, they gave }t the name of 
a GonstUution, and therein established h, distribution of 
power between this, their General Government, and their 
several State governments. When they shall become dis- 
satisfied with this distribution, they can alter it. Their 
own power over their own instrument remains. But un- 
til they shall alter it, it must stand as their will, and is 
equally binding on the General Government and on the 
States. 

The gentleman, sir, finds analogy where I see none. 
He likens it to the case of a treaty, in which, there being 
no common superior, each party must interpret for him- 
self, under its own obligation of good faith. But this is 
not a treaty, but a constitution of government, with 
powers to execute itself, and fulfill its duties. 

I admit, sir, that this government is a government of 
checks and balances ; that is, the House of Representatives 
is a check upon the Senate, and the Senate is a check on 
the House, and the President a check on both. • But I can- 
not comprehend, or, if I do, I totally differ from him, when 
he applies the notion of checks and balances to the inter- 
ference of different governments. He argues that if we 
transgress our constitutional limits, each State, as a 
State, has a right to checls us. Does he admit the con- 
verse of the proposition, that we have a right to check 
the States ? The gentleman's doctrines would give us a 
strange jumble <tf authorities and powers, instead ot 
government^ of separate and defined powers. It is the 
part of wisdom, I think, to ayoid this ; and to keep the 
General Government and the State Government each 
in its proper sphere, avoiding as carefully as possible 
every kind of interference. 

Finally, sir, the honorable gentleman says, that the 
States will only interfere, by their power, to preserve the 
Constitution. They will not destroy it, they will i\ot Impair 
it ; they will only save, they will only preserve, they wil> 
only strengths it. Ah ! sir, this is but the old story. All re 
gulated governments, all free governments, have beet 
broken by similar disinterested and well disposed inter 
ference. It is the common pretence. Bat I take leavi 
of the subject. * 
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Letter to A. 0^ P. Nicholson. 

WAgaiMQTON, Deo. 24, 1S47. 

Dbak Silt : I have received yoar letter, and shall an- 
swer ll as frankly as it is written. 

You ask me whether I am in favor of the acquisition of 
Mexican territory, and what are my sentimenta with 
regard to the Wilmo.t Proviso.. 

I have SQ often and so explicitly stated my views of 
the first question, in the Senate, that it seems almost un- 
necessary to repeat them here. As you request it, how- 
ever, I shall briefly give them. 

I think, then, that no peace should be granted to Mex- 
ico, till a reasonable indemnity is obtained for the inju- 
ries which she has done us. The territorial extent of 
this indemnity is, in the first instance, a subject of Execu- 
tive consideration. There the Constitution has placed 
it, and there I am willing to leave it ; not only because I 
lave full confidence in Its judicious exercise, but because, 
H the ever-varying circumstances of a war, it would be 
fidUcreet, by a public declaration, to commit the coun- 
Iry to any line of indemnity, which might otherwise be 
enlarged, as the obstinate iD^ustice of the enemy pro- 
longs the content with its loss of blood and treasure. 

It appears to me, that the kind of metaphysical mag- 
nanimity which would r^ect all indemnity at the close of a 
bloody and expensive wsar, brought on by a direct attack 
upon our troops by the enemy, and pre<jeded by a suc- 
cession of unjust acts for a series of years, is as unwor- 
thy of the age in which'we live, as it is revolting to the 
common sense and practice of mankind. It would con- 
duce but little to our future security, or, indee4 to our 
present reputation, to declare that we repudiate ail 
expectation of compensation from the Mexican Govern- 
menty and are fighting, not for any practical result, but 
for some vague, perhaps philanthropic object, which 
escapes my penetration, and must be defined by those 
who assume this new principle of national intercommu- 
nication. All wars are to be deprecated, as well by tlie 
statesman as by the philanthropist. They are great 
evils ; but there ai:e greater evils than these, and submis- 
sion to injustice is among them. The nation which should 
refuse to defend its rights and its honor when assailed, 
would soon have neither to defend ; and, when driven 
to war, it is not by professions of disinterestedness and 
declarations of magnanimity that its rational objects can 
be best obtained, or other nations taught a lesson of for- 
bearance—the strongest security for permanent peace 
We are at war with Mexico, and its vigorous prosecution 
is the surest means of its speedy termination, and ample 
indemnity the surest guaranty against the recurrence of 
such injustice as provoked it. • 

The Wilmot Proviso has been before the country some 
time. It has been repeatedly discussed in Congress and 
by the public press. I am strongly impressed with the 
opinion, that a great change has been going on in the 
public mind upon this subject, in my own as well as oth- 
ers ; and that doubts are resolving themselves into con- 
victions, that the principle it involves should be kept out 
of the National Lesisiature, and left to the people of the 
confederacy In thdr respective local governments. 

The whole subject is a comprehensive one, and fruitful 
of important consequences. It would be Ul-tlmed to dis- 
cuss it here. I shall not assume that responsible task, but 
shall confine myself to such general views as are neces- 
sary to the fair exhibition of my opinion. 

We may well regret the ei^tence of Slavery in the 
Southern States, and wish they had been saved from Its 
introduction. But there it is, not by the act of the present 
generation ; and we must deal with It as a great pracUcal 
question, involving the most momentous consequences. 
We have neither the right nor the power to touch it where 
it exists ; and if we had both, their exercise, by any means 
heretofore suggested, might lead to results which no wise 
man would jwiUdngly encountier. and which no good m^ui 
couRl contemplate without anxiety. ' 

The theory of our Government presupposes that its va- 
jrious members have reserved to themselves the regulation 
of ail subjects relating to what may be termed their intei^ 
mal police. They are sovereign within thehr boundaries, 
except in those cases where they have surrendered to the 

General Government a portion of their rights, in order to 

give effect to the objects of the Union, whether these con- 

oeru foreign nations or the several States themselves. Lo- 



csd institutions, if I may so speak, whether they have re- 
ference to Slavery or to any other relations, domestic or 
public, are left to local authority, either ori^nal or deriva- 
tive. Congress has no right to say there shall be Slavery 
in New-York, or that there shall be no Slavery in Georgia ; 
nor is there any other human power, but the people of 
those States, respectively, which can change the relations 
existing therein ; and they can say, if they will, we will 
have iUavery in the former, an^ we will abolish it in the 
latter. 

In various respects, the Territories differ firom the States. 
Some of their rights are inchoate, and they do not possess 
the'peculiar attributes of sovereignty. Their relation to 
the General Government Is very imperfectly defined by 
the Constitution ; and It will be found, upon examination, 
that in that instrument the only grant of power concern- 
ing them is conveyed in the phrase, *'■ Congress shall have 
the power to dispose of and make all needful rules and re- 
gulations respecting the« territory and other property be- 
longing to the United States." Certainly tUs phraseology 
is very loose, if it were desired to include In the grant 
the whole power of legislation over persons, as well as 
things; The expression, the "territory and other pro- 
perty," fairly- construed, relates to the public lands, as 
such ; to arsenals, dockyards, forts, ships, and all the va- 
rious kinds of property which the United States may and 
must possess. 

But surely th^ simple authority to diapoae of and regu- 
lats these does not extend to the unlimited power of legis- 
lation; to the passage of all law8y\n the most* general 
acceptation of the word, which^ by the by, }p carefully ex- 
cluded from the sentence. And, Indeed, if this were so, it 
would render unnecessary another provision of the Con- 
stitution, which graqts to Congpress the power to legislate, 
with the consent of the States, respectively, over all places 
purchased for the " erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, 
dockyards," etc. These being the ^^ property" of the 
United States, If the power to make "needful rules and 
regulations concerning " them includes the general power 
of legislation, then the grant of authority to regulate " the 
territory and other property of the United States " is un- 
limited, wherever subjects are found for its operation, and 
its exercise needed no auxiliary provision. If, on the 
other hand. It does not include such power of legislation 
over the " other property " of the United States, then It 
does not include it over their " territory;" for the same 
terma which grant the one grant the other. " Territory " 
is here classed with property, and treated as such ; and 
the object was evidently to enable the General Govern- 
ment, as a property-holder— which, from necessity, it must 
be — to manage, preserve and " dispose of" such property 
as it might possess, and which authority is essential almost 
to its being. But the lives and 'persons of our citizens, 
with the vast variety of objects connected with them, can- 
not be controlled by an authority which is merely called 
into existence for the purpose of making rules and reffw- 
lotions for the disposition and managetnent qf pro- 
perty. 

Sudi, it appears to me, would be the constructioD put 
upon this provision of the ^Constitution, were this question 
now first presented for consideration, and not controlled 
by imperious circumstances. The original ordinance of 
the Congress of the Confederation, passed in 1787, and 
which was the only act upon this subject in force at the 
adoption of the Constitution, provided a complete frame 
of government for the country north of the Ohio, while in 
a territorial condition, and for ltd eventual admission fai 
separate States hito the Union. ^And the persuasion that 
this ordinance contained within itself all thd necessary 
means of execution, probably prevented any direct refer- 
ence to the subject in the Constitution, further than vest- 
ing in Congress the right to admit the States formed under 
it into the Union. However, circumstances arose, whk^ 
required legislation, as well over the territory north of 
the Ohio, as over other territory, both within and without 
the original Union, cede4 to the General Government, 
and, at various times, a more enlarged power has been 
exercised over the Territories — meaning thereby the 
different Territorial Governments — than is conveyed 
by the limited grant referred to. How far an existli]^ 
necessity may have operated in producing this legisla- 
tion, and thus extending, by rather a violent impliisAr 
tion, powers not directly given, I know not. But cer- 
tain it is that the principle of interference should not be 
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carried b^ywid tke mecessary fanpUcatton, which produetps 
it. I( should be hmiied to iho creatioa of proper 
governments for new countries, acquired or settled, and 
to the nece^aary provisions for their evientual admisiiion 
into tiie Union ; leaving, in the meantime, to tiie people 
inhabiting them, to regulate their internal concerns in 
their owu Fay. They are Jast as capitble of doing so as 
the people of the States; and they can do so, at any rate 
as suOQ as their political independence is recognised by 
admission into the Union. During this temporary condi- 
tion, it is hardly expedient to call into exercise a doubt- 
ful and invidious authority which questions the intelli- 
gence of a respectable portion of our citiiens, and whose 
limitation, whatever it may be, will be rapidly approach- 
log its termination— an authority whidi .woulti give to 
Congress despotic power, uncontrolled by the Goustitu- 
tion, over ipost Important sections of our coidmon 
Country. For, If the relation of master and servant may 
De regulated or annihilated by its legislation, so may the 
regulation of husband and wife, of parent and child, and 
of any other condition which our institutions and the 
habits of our society recognjae. What would'be thought 
if Congress should undertalce to prescribe the terms of 
marriage in New- York, or to regulate the authority of 
parents over Uielr children in Pennsylvania f And yet 
it would be as vain to seek one Justifying the inter- 
ference of the national legislature in the cases referred to 
in the original States. of the Uniojik I speak herq of the 
inherent power of Congress, and do not touch the ques- 
tion of such contracts as may be formed with new States 
when admitted into t%e confederacy. 

Of all the questions which can agitate us, thqse which 
are merely sectional in their character are the most 
dangerous, and the most to be deprecated. The warning 
voice of him wiio from hie Character and services and 
virtue had the best right to warn us, proclaimed to his 
countrymen, in his Farewell Address— that monument of 
wisdom for him, as I hope it will be of safety for them — 
how much we had to apprehend from measures peculiarly 
affecting geographical sections of our country. The 
grave circumstances in which we are now placed make 
tiie^ie words words of safety ; for I am satisfied, from all 
I h>\ve seen and heard here, that a successful attempt to 
ingraft the principles of the Wilmot Proviso upon the le- 
islation of this Government, and to apply them to new 
territory, should new territory be acquired, would seri- 
ously affect our tranquillity. I do not suffer myself to 
foresee or foretell the consequences that would ensue ; 
for I trust and believe there is good sense and good feel- 
ing enough in the country to avoid them, by jivoiding all 
occa.<«ious which might lead to them. 

Briefly, then, I am opposed to the exercise of any 
Jurisdiction by Congress over ibis matter; and I am in 
favor of leaving to the people of any Territory, which 
may be hereafter acquired, the right to regulate it for 
themselves, under the general principles of the Consti- 
tution. Because — 

1. I do not see in the Constitation any grant of the 
requisite power to Congress ; and I am not disposed to 
extend a doubtful precedent beyond its necessity — the 
establishment of Territorial Governments when needed 
—leaving to the inhabitants all the rights compatible 
with the relations they bear to the confederation. 

2. Because I believe this measure, if adopted, would 
weaken, if not impair, the*Unionof the States; and 
would sow the seeds of future discord, which would 
grow up and ripen into an abundant harvest of cala- 
mity. 

8. Because I believe a general conviction that such a 
propoeitioii would succeed, would lead to an immediate 
withholding of the supplies, and thus to a dishonorable 
termination of the war. I think no dispassionate ob- 
server at the seat of Government can doubt this re- 
sult. 

4. If, however, in this I ain under a misapprehension, 
I am under none in the practical opera ion of this re- 
striction, if adopted by Congress, upon a treaty of peace, 
making any acquisition of Mexican Territory, buch a 
treaty would be rejected as certainly as presented to 
the Senate. More than one-third of that body wpuid 
vote against it, viewing such a principle as an exclu- 
sion of the citisens of the. slavehoididg States from a 
participation in the benefits acquired by tlie treasure 
and exertions of «11, and which should be common to 
alL I am repeating— neither, advancing nor defending 
these views. That branch of the subject does not lie in 
my way, and I shall not turn aside to seek it. 

In this aspect of the matter, the people .of the United 
States most choose between this restriction and the ex- 
tension of their territorial limits. They cannot have 
both ; and which they will surrender must depend upon 
their representative.^ first, and then, if these fail them, 
upon themselves. 



5 Bat after all, it seems te be generally cooeedMi that, 
this restriction, if carried into eff^t could, not operate 
upon any State to be formed from newly-acquired terri- 
tory. The well-known attributes of Sovereignty, recog- 
nised by us as belonging to the State Governments, 
would sweep before them any such barrier, and would 
leave the people to express and exert their will at plea* 
sure. Is the object, then, of temporary exclusion 
for so stiort a period as the duration of the Territorial 
Governments, worth the price at which it would be 
purchased ? — worth the discord it would engender, the 
trial to which it would expose our Union, and the evils 
that would be the. certain consequence, let the .trial re- 
sult as it might t As to the course, which has been ind- 
mated, rather than proposed, of Ingrafting such a restric- 
tion upon any treaty of acquisition, I persuade n^yself It 
would find' but little favor in any portion of this country. 
Such an arrangement would render Mexico a puty, 
having a right to interfere in our ioternai institutioos ia 
questions left by the Constitution to the State Govern* 
ments, and would inflict a serious blow upon our liinda- 
mental principles. Few, indeed, I trust, there are among 
us who would thus grant to a foreign power the right to 
inquire into the constitation and conduct of the sover« 
eigo states of this Union ; and if there are any, I am no6 
among them, nor never shall be. To the people of thitf 
country, under God, now and hereafter, are its destinies 
commitied ; and we want no foreign power to interro 
gate us, treaty in hand, and to say, Why have you dons 
this, or why have you left that undone f Our own dig 
nity and the principles of national ijudependence unitu 
to repel such a proposition.* 

But there is another important consideration, whick 
ought not to be lost sight of, in the investigation of thla 
subject. The question that presents itself is not a ques- 
tion of the increase, but of the diffusion of Slavery. 
Whether its sphere be stationary or progressive, its 
amount will be the same. The rejection of this restric- 
tion will not add one to the class of servitude, nor will 
its adoption {^ve freedom to a single being who is now 
placed therein. The same numbers will be spread over 
greater territory ; and, so far as compression, with less 
abundance of the necessaries of life, is an evil, so far 
will that evil be mitigated by transporting slaves to a 
new country, and giving thein a larger space to oecapy. 

I say this in the event of the extension of Slavery over 
any new acquisition. But can it go there ? Tliis may well 
be doubted. All the descriptions which reach us of the con- 
didon of the Califomias and of New-Mexico, to the acqui- 
sition of which our efforts seem to be at present directed^ 
imite in representing those countries, as a^cultural regiodb^ 
shnilar in their products to our Biiddle States, and gene- 
rally unfit for the producUon of the great staples whim cair 
alone render slave labor valuable. If we are not gross^jr 
deceived — and it is difficult to conceive how we can b^~ 
the inhabitants of those regions, whether they depend np 
on their plows or their herds, cannot be slav^olders. In 
voluntary labor, reqidring the investment of large capital, 
can only be profitable when employed in the production 
of a few favored articles confined by nature to spedal dis- 
tricts, and paying larger returns than the usual agricultu- 
ral products spread over more considerable portions of the 
earth. 

In the able letter of Mr. Buchanan upon this subject, 
not long since given to the public, he presents similar con- 
siderations with great force. *^ Neither,** says the distia- 
guisbed writer, ** the soil, the climate, nor the productions 
of California, south of 86' 80', nor indeed of any porUon 
of it, North or South, Is adapted to slave labor ; and be- 
side every facility would be there afforded for the slave to 
escape from his master. Such property would be entirely 
insecure in any part of California. It is morally in^>os- 
sible, therefore, that a majority of the emigrants to thai 
portiofk of^the Territory south of 86' 80', which wiU be 
chiefly composed of our dtizens, wIU ever reestablish Sil- 
very within its limits. 

** In regard to New-Mexico, east of tiie Rio Grande, tile 
question has already been settled by the admission of 
Texas into the Union. 

V Should we acquire* territory beyond tiie Rio Grande 
and east of the Rocky Mountains, it is still more imposri- 
hie that a msjority of the people would consent to r^e- 
Uibliah Slavery. They are themselves a colored popul*-* 
tion, and among them the negro does not belong eooaUj 
to a degraded race." 

With this last remark, Mr. Walker fUUy eohicidee is hie 
letter written in 1844, upofi the annexation of Texas, and- 
which pverywhere produced so favorable an impressioD 
upon the public mind, as to have conduced very materi- 
ally to the accomplishment of that great measure. ** Be- 
yond the Bel Norte," says Mr. Walker, *^ Slavery will not 
pass ; not only because it is forbidden by law, bat be 
cau«f the colo.ed race there preponderates In the ratk 
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of ien to one over the. whites ; and holding, as they do, 
the goTerometit and most of the offices 'n their possession, 
they wilt nqt pe/mii the enslavement cf any portion of 
the colored race, which makes aad executes the laws of 
the drtttntry.*' 

The question, It will be therefore seen on .examination, 
does not regard the exclus on of Slavery from a region 
where it now exists, but a prohibition against its intro« 
duction where it do<^3 not exist, and where, from the feel- 
ings of the inhabitants and the laws of nattire, *Mt is 
morally Impossible," as Mr. Buchanan says, that it can 
ever reestablish itself. 

It augurs well for the permanence of our confederation 
that during more than half a century, which has elapsed 
imce the establishment of this government, many serious 
questions, and some of the highest* importance, have 
agitated the public mind, and more than once threaten- 
ed the gravest consequences ; but that they have all 
In succession passed away, leaving our institutions 
nnscathed. and our country advancing in numbers, 
power, and wealth, and in. all the other elements of 
^tional prosperity, with a rapidity unknown in anbient 



or modern days In times of political excitement, when 
difficult and delicate questions present themselves for 
solution, there is one ark of safety for us ; and that is an 
honest appeal to the fundamental p-inc pies of our 
Union, and a stern determination to abide their dictates. 
This course f proceeding has carried us in safety through 
many a trouble ; and I trust will carry us safely through 
many mo'/e, should many more be destined to assail us. 
The Wilmot Proviso seeks to take from its leg tlmate tri- 
bunal a question of domestic policy, having no relation 
to the Union, as such, and to transfer it to another, 
created by the people for a special purpose, and foreign 
to the subject matter Involved in this Issue. By going 
back to our true principles, we go back to the road of 
.peace and safety. Leave to the people, who will be af- 
fected by this question, to adjust it upon their own re- 
sponsibility, and iq their own manner, and we shall 
render another t ibute to the original principles of our 
G-overnment, and furnish another guaranty of -its^perma- 
nence and prosperity. - 1 am, dear sir, respectfully, your 
obedient se/vant. Lb wis Oass. 

A. 0. P. Nicuu^soN, Baq., Nashville, Tenn. 
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Thi; followin,!^ letter wa3 uddressd to the 
New York City Delegates to the Utica Free 
Soil Convention, of 1843, in respon.^^e to a letter 
to Martin Van Buren, asking his opinion on the 
subject herein discussed : 

) LiiiDSMwoLD, i/wm30,1848. 

Gkhtlbmkn : You desire also my views in regard 

to the prohibition by Congress of Slavery in territories 
where it does not now exist, aiul th^y siiall be given in a 
few words, and in a manner which will not, 1 hope, in- 
crease, if it does not diminish the existing excitement in 
the public mind. 

The illustrious founders of our Government Were not 
Insensible to the apparent inconsistency between the 
perpetuation of Slavery \n the United States, and the 
principles of the Kevolution, as delineated In the Declara- 
tion of Independence; and they were too ingenuous in 
their dispositions to attempt to conceal the impressions 
by which they were embarraiseil. Uut they knew, also, 
that its speedy abolition in several of the States, was 
impossible, and its existence in all, without fault on the 
part of the present feneration. They were also too upright 
and the fraternal feelings which had carried them through 
the struggle tor indepr-ndence were too strong to permit 
them to deal ^ith such a matter upon any other principles 
than those of liberality and ju-it'ue. Xne policy they 
adopted was to guarantee to the States in which Slavery 
existed, an exclusive control over the subject within their 
respective jurisdictions, but to prevent by united efforts,* 
its extension- to territories of the United States in which 
it did not ip fact exist. 

On all sides t e most expedient means to carry out 
this policy were adopted with alacrity and good feeling. 
Their first step was to interdict the introduction of Slavery 
into the Northwestern Territory, now covered by the 
States of Ohio, Indiani, liinois, Michigan and Wisconsin. 
This may ju:)tly be regarded,. as being in the main, a 
Southern measure. The subj .'ct was first brought foi'ward 
in Congress by Mr. Jeffars <n. Virginia made the cession 
of territory upon which the ordiiance was intended to 
operate, and the Representatives from all the slave* 
holding 'States gave it a unanimous support. Doubts have 
arisen in the minds of some whether the ordinance of 
1787 was authorised by the articles of Confederation. A 
bill was introduced in the new Constitution, recognising 
and adapting it to the new organisation aqd it has ever 
since been treated and regarded as a valid act. This bill 
reeely.ed the Constitutional Hpprobation of President 
Washiagton, whose highest and sworn duty it was to sup- 
port the Constitution under which it was enacted. Nor 
was the North backward in doing its part to sustain the 
policy which had been wisely adopted. They assented to 
the insertion of provisions in the Constitution necessary 
and sufficient to protect that interest in the States, and 
they did more. 

The trouble apprehended at the commencement of the 
Sovernment from tlii.s source, bbgan to show itself as 
aarly as the year tldi\ in the form of Petitions presented 
to Oongresa upon tlie subject of Slavery aial the «lave- 



trade by the Quakers of Philadelphia and New-Tork, and 
by Dr. Franklin as President of a society for the promo* 
tion of Abolition. These petitions were in the House of 
Representatives, referred to a Committee of seven, all 
but one of whom were Northern members, whose report 
as amended in Committee of the Whole, affirmed *' thai 
Congress have no power to interfere in tlie emancipation of 
slaves, or in the treatment .of them within any of the 
States, it remaining with the several States alone to pro- 
vide any regulation therein which humanity and true 
•policy might require." 

The perseverance and good faith with which both 
branches of policy thus adopted have, until very recently, 
been recognized and carried out, are highly honorable to 
the whole country. The peculiarity of the su))ject to be 
converted into an element of political agitation, as well 
in the siaveholding as in the non-slaveholding States, may 
have led to occasional attempts so to employ it, but these 
efforts have been very successfully frustrated by the gpod 
sense and good feeling of the people in every quarter of 
the Union. A detailed account of the numerous acts of 
the Federal (Government, sustaining and carrying into 
full effect the policy of its founders upon the subject of 
Slavery in the States, and its extension to the Territories, 
and the steps ^ken, in the non-slaveholding States, to 
suppress or neutralize undue agitation in regard to it, 
would be alike instructive and honorable to the actors in 
them. But it will be readily perceived that this could not 
be given within the necessary limits of a communication 
like the present. It must therefore suffice to say that 
from 17S7, the date of the ordinance for the prevention of 
Slavery in the Northwestern Territory, down to and in- 
cluding IS'iS, at least eleven acts of Congress have been 
passed, organizing Territories which have since become 
States, in all of which the Constitutional power of Con- 
gess to'interdict the. introduction of Slavery kito the Ter- 
ritories of the United States, is either directly exercised, 
or clearly asserted by enactments which, as matters of 
authority, are tantamount to its exercise ; and that at the 
only period when the peace of the siaveholding States was 
supposed to be seriously endangered by Aboli ion agita- 
tion, there was a spontaneous uprising of the people 
of the North of both parties, by which agitation was 
paralyzed, and the South reassured of our fidelity to the 
compromises of the Constitution. 

In the laws for the orgaidzation of the Territories, which 
now constitute the States of Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, 
Il^ncis, Wisconsin and Iowa, Slavery was expressly pro- 
hibited. The laws for the organization of the Territories 
of Mississippi, New Orleans, Arkansas, Alabama and 
Florida, oontaiping enactments ftilly equivalent In regard 
to the extent of power in Congress oyer the subject of 
Slavery in the Territories to the express exercise of it 
In other cases. These acts Were approved by Presidents* 
Washington, the elder Adams, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, 
Jackson and myself, all bound by our oaths of oifioe to 
withhold our respective approvals from laws .which we 
believed unconstitutional. If in the passage of these laws 
during a period of half a century, and under the adminis- 
tration of so many Presidents, there was anything like 
sectional divisions, or a greater or less partlc{patk>n iu 
their enactment ou the part of the Represeatati\rdS of the 
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^laveholding or non-elayeholdlng States, I am not ap-, 
prised of it. I believe the plan Jevised by the founders 
of the Goyernmentr including the Fathers of our Political 
C3mrch, for the treatment of this great subject, and which 
has hitherto been so faithfully sustained, and which has 
proven so successful in preserving the Union of these 
States, to be not only the wisest which the wtt of man 
could have devfsed ; but the only one consistent with the 
safety and prosperity of the whole country. I do, there- 
fore, desire to see it continued so long as Slavery exists in 
the United States. The extent to which I have sustained 
it in the various public stations I have occupied is known 
to the country. I was at the time well aware that I went 
further in this respect than many of my best Mends could 
approve. But deeply penetrated by the conviction that 
Slavery was the only subject that could endanger our 
blessed Union, I was determined tHat no effort on my 
part, within the pale of the Constitution, should be want- 
ing to sustain its compromises, as they were then under- 
stood, and it is now a source of consolation to me that I 
pursued the course I then adopted. 

The doctrine which the late Baltimore Convention has 
presented for the sanction of the nation, is, in jsubstance, 
that the laws I referred to were but so many violations of 
the Oonstitution — ^that this instrument confers no power on 
Congress to- exclude Slavery from the Territories, as has 
80 often been done with the assent of alL This doctrine 
Is set forth in the published opinion of the highly respectr 
able nominee of that Convention, who, it is well known, 
received that distinction, because he avowed that opinion, 
and who, it is equally certain, would not have received it 
if he liad not done so. It is proposed to g^ve this doctrine 
the most solemn sanction known to our political system, 
by the election of its declared advocate and supporter to 
the Presidency. If it receives the proposed sanction of 
the People of the United States, the result cannot be 
doubtful The policy in regard to the extension of 
Slavery^ to the Territories of the United States into which 
it has hot yet been introduced, which has existed since 
the commencement of the Government, and the conse- 
quences of which have been so salutary, must cease*, and 
eveiy act of Congress designed to carry it into effect be 
defeated by the Veto of the Executive. 

The Territories now owned by the United States, and 
every acquisition of territory that may hereafter be made 
to the United States, whether obtained by annexation, by 
ceauon for a valuable consideration, or by conquest, must, 
as long as this opinion is held, and as far as the action of 
the National Legislature is concerned, be subject to the 
inroads of Slavery. And this consequence is to be sub- 
mitted to on the assumption that the framers 6t the 
Constitution, with their attention directed to the subject, 
and with a well understood desire to do so, have failed to 
clothe Congress witlkthe necessary powers to prevent it. 
I cannot, with my vote, contribute to this sanction.. I 
cannot do so, because I cannot concur in the op&iion 
which we are called upon to sustain. 

The pow^r, the existence of which is at this late day de- 
nied, is, in my opinion, fully granted to Congress by the Con- 
stitution. Its language, the circumstances under which it 
was adopted, the recorded explanations which accompanied 
its formation — ^the construction it has received from our 
highest judicial tribunals, and the very solemn and re- 
peated confirmations it has derived from the measures *of 
the Government — leave not the .shadow of a doubt In my 
mind, in regard to the authority of Congress to exercise 
the pbwer in question. This Is not a new opinion on my 
part, nor the first occasion on which it has been avowed. 
While the candidate of my friends for the Presidency, I 



distinctly announced my opinion in fa^or of the power of 
Congress to abolish Slavery in the District of Columbia, 
although I was, for reasons which were then, and are still 
satisfactory to my mind, very decidedly opposed to its 
exercise th6re. The question of power is certainly as 
clear in respect to the Territories as it is in regard to that 
District ; and as to the 'territories, my opinion was also 
made known in a still more solemn form, by ^ving tiie 
Executive approval required by the Constitution to the 
bill for the organization of the Territorial Government of 
Iowa, which prohibited the introduction of Slavery into 
that Territory. 

The opinion from which we dissent was given in the 
face of, and directly contrary to, tlie views expressed, in 
forms the most solemn and explicit, by all or nearly all 
the non-slaveholding States, and we are not at liberty to 
suspect the sincerity of these expressions. Honest and 
well-meaning men, as we know the masses of our politi- 
cal friends in those States to be, are incapable of trifling 
with so grave a sul^ect. 

Our ancestors signalized the commencement of this 
glorious Government of ours, by rescuing from subjection 
to Slavery a Territory which is now covered. by five great 
States, and peopled by more than four millions of freemen, 
in the full enjoyment of every blessing which industry 
and good institutions can confer. They did this when the 
opinions and conduct of the world in regard to the insti- 
tution of Slavery were very different from what they are 
now. 

They did so before Great Britain had even commenced 
those gigantic efforts for the suppression of Slavery by 
which she has so greatly distinguished herself. After 
seventy-four years* enjoyment of the sacred and invaln> 
able right of self-government, obtained for us by the valor 
and discretion of our ancestors, we, their descendants, 
are called upon to doom, or if that is too Eltrong a word, 
to expose to the inroad of Slavery, a^ territory capable of 
sustaining an equal number of new States to be added 't« 
our Confederacy — a territory in a great part of which 
Slavery has never existed in fact, and from tho' residue of 
which it has been expressly abolished by the existing Gov- 
ern'ment. We are called upon to do this at a period when 
the minds, of nearly all mankind have been penetrated by 
a conviction of the evils of Slavery, and are united in 
efforts for its suppression — at a moment, too, when the spirit 
of Freedom and Keform is everywhere far more prevalent 
than it has ever been, and when our Republic stands 
proudly forth as the great exemplar of the world in the 
science of Free Government. 

Who can believe tiiat a population like that which in> 
habits the non-slavehoiding States, probably amounting 
to twelve millions, who by their own acts, er by the fore- 
sight of others, have been exempted from the evils of 
Slavery, can at such a moment be induced, by considera- 
tions of any description, to make a retrograde movement 
of a character so extraordinary and so painful? Such a 
movement would, in my view of the matter — and I say it 
with' unfeigned deference to the conflicting opinions of 
others — bring reproHch upon the influence of free institu* 
tions, which would delight the hearts and excite the hopes 
of the advocates of arbitrary power throughout the 
world, , • 

Accept, gentlemen, my warmest acknowledgments for 
the obliging expressions contained in your letter, and be- 
lieve me to be 

Your friend, MabtiiT Vah Buxen. 

To Messrs. Xelson J. Waterbury, David Dudley Field, and 
others, New )fork.. 
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LAND FOR THE- LANDLESS. 

Action of Congress on the Public Landi. 



Thk Public Domain of the United States is 
still immense, notwithstanding the millions upon 
millions of acres which have been squandered 
or passed over to the hands of speculators and 
monopolists, by the action of the National Go- 
vernment during the past few years. It is 
estimated by intelligent persons, who have 
given their attention to the subject, that lying 
within the States and Territories of this Govern- 



ment there are now about on&thotisand millions 
of acres of public lands still unentered. ** What 
shall be done with this immense domain V^ is a 
question which has for years occupied the 
minds of thoughtful men,, who have the best 
interests of society at heart. At length, the 
great question of the proper disposition of these 
lands has become one of party, and may be stated 
as follows : ** Shall the Public Domain be open 
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to monopoly by speculators, leading inevitably 
to a landed aristocracy ? or shall it be reserved 
for actual occupants in small quantities, at a 
nominal price, or without price ?" There would 
be no difficulty whatever in adjusting this 
question at any time and in the right way, if 
the Negro question, which, in the National 
Administration, absorbs or overrides all others, 
were not behind it. Although this is an old 
question, it had never commanded in Congress, 
the attention to which it is entitled, previous to 
the organization of the Republican party ; be- 
cause until that time both the great parties 
into which the country was divided were either 
controlled, or their action was modified, by the 
Slaveholding interest of the country. That 
interest, which is ever vigilant, understands 
that Slavery cannot well exist were small free- 
holds prevail, and hence it opposes, with all its 
great power, all Preemption and Homestead 
laws, knowing well that if our new States and 
Territories are to be occupied in quarter-sec- 
tions, they will be occupied by working farmers, 
and not by speculators and great planters. 

Since this question has assumed a national 
importance, a concise record of the proceedings 
and votes in Congress during the session of 
1858-9, and 1859-60, upon the disposition of 
the Public Domain, will be of interest as a 
matter of record. 

On the iJOth of January, 1859, (See Congress' 
tonal Globe^ p. 492,) a bill relating to preemp- 
tions, reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands, was pending before the House. The bill 
proposed to make some changes in the details 
of existing preemption laws, but with()ut affect- 
ing tiie substance of the present system of dis- 
posing of the public lands. It was, however, in 
parliamentary order to propose to amend the 
bill so as to change the presient system, and to 
bring the House to a direct vote upon such pro- 
positions. The friends of suoli change were 
prompt to avail themselves of this advantage. 

ilr. Grow, of Pennsylvania, moved to amend 
the bill by adding the following as an additional 
section : 

Be it further enO'Cted^ That from and after the pas- 
sage of this act, no public land shall be exposed to sale by 
proclatnation of the President, unless the same shall have 
heea. surveyed, and the return of such survey duly filed In 
the Land Office, for ten years or more before such sale. 



ried, the bill never would have been reached, 
and would never have been heard of afterward. 
The vote upon the motion to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole, was as follows — 
the Democrats in Roman, the Republicans in 
Italics^ and the Southern Americans in small 

CAPITALS : 

TaAS. 

Mainc— Wood—l, 

CoNMRCTicaT. — Arnold, Bishop— 2. 

tUtW'YoKiL.—B'arroughs^ Maclay, Russell, Taylor — i, 

N KW- Jbrsbt. — Wor tendy ke— 1. 

Pbknstlvania. — Ahl, Chapman, Dewart, Montgomery, 
Morris, Ritchie, White—T. 

Maryland. — Habris, Rioaud-*2. 
. Virginia. — Bocock, Caskle, Edmundson, Faulkner, Gar- 
nett, Millson, Powell — 7. 

North Carolina.— Craige, Ruflin, Scales, Wlnslow— 4. 

SODTH Carolina.— -Boyce, Branch, Keltt, McQueen, 
Mile8-5. 

GsoROiA. — Crawford, Gartrell, Jackson, Seward, Ste- 
phens, Trippb, Wright— 7. 

Florida.— Hawkins— 1. 

Alabama. — Curry, Houston, Moore, Shorter— 4. 

MiBSissiPPL— Barksdale, Davis, McRae— 8. 

LoDisiANA.— EosTia, Sandidge, Taylor — 8. 

Tbxas. — Bryan, Reagan — ^2. 

Tbnnisskb. — Atkins, Jones, Matnard, Rbaot, Savage, 
Watkins, ZotLicoFrBR— 7. 

KBNTDCEr. — Burnett, Jewett, Marshall, Peyton, See- 
venson, Talbott, Undbrwood — ^^7. 

MisaoDRi; — Andbrsor, Caruthers, John B. Clark, James 
Craig, Phelps, Woodson->6. 

Ohio.— Burns, Cockerill, Groesbeck, Hdrlan^ Law- 
rence, Nichols, Pendleton, Yallandigham— 8. 

Indiana.— Davis, Eaglidh, Gregg, Hughes, Niblack— 5. 

Illinois. — Marshall, Morris, Shaw, Smith— 4. 

Total, 9U. 

■ATS. 

Maink.— ^o«^«r, GUman, Morse, I. Washburn— i. 

Nsw-Haupshirk. — Oragin, Tappcm — 2. 

ViiRMONT. — Morrill, Royoe, Walton — 8. 

MASSACHnsBTTd. — BuMuton, BurMngame, Chaffee, Co- 
nine, Dawes, Hall, Knapp, Thayer' — 8. 

Khodb Island. — BrUyton, Dv/rfe^—%. 

Conmbcticdt.— (7torifc, Dea/nr—'i. 

Nbw-York. — ^n<2r«t/79, Clark, John Cochrane, 'Z>o<2<2, 
Ftmton, Gram^er, Hatch, Hoard, Kelsey, MaUeson, 
Morgan, Morse, Murray, Olin, Palmer, Parker ^ Spin- 
ner, Thompson — 18. 

Nbw^krsut. — ClcnjDSon, Huyler— 2. 

Prnnsylvania. — Covode, Edie, Florence, (Troto, Jones, 
Keirn, Leidy, Purioia/nce, Stewart—^. 

Maryland. — Bowie, Stewart— 2. 

Yikginia.— Goode, Hopkins— 2. 

North Carolina. — Gilmbr,Tanob — 2. 

Alabama. — Cobb, Dowdell, Stallworth— 8. 

MississiPPL— Singleton— 1. 

Ohio. — Bingham, Bliss, Oidddngs, Hall, Zeiter, 
MoU, Sherman, Stanton, Tompkins, Wade— 11. 

IsDiA.xA.—Ool/aoD, Foley, KUgore, Pettit^ Wilson 
— 6. 

luAHoiB.—'FamstDorih^ellogg^Zove^oy, Washbvrne, 



The force and effect of this amendment would 
be to give the preeinptors ten years the start 
of the speculators and land monopolists. That 
is to say : with the addition of Mr. Growls 
amendment to the existing laws and regulations 
touching the Public Lands, they would be open 
to preesiption ten years before they could come 
within the grasp of the speculator, thus giving 
the poor, industrious settler ample time to 
*' clear up " his farm and pay for it from the pro- 
ceeds of the soil. This was just what the South 
and the Democracy did not want, as the sequel 
will shew. 

The opponents of the bill forthwith, resorted 
to parliamentary tactics to avoid a direct is&ue 
mpon Mr. Growls proposition. 

Their first movement was a motion to refer 
the bill and amendment to the Committee of the 
Whole, familiarly and aptly styled ** the tomb of 
the Gapulets ." If that reference had been car- 



Missouri.— 5toir—l. 

tAicsuQiM.— Howard, Leach, Walbridge, Waldron 

Wisconsin — Potter, Washburn—^. 

Iowa..— Curtis, Ikms—2, 

Caufornia. — Scott — 1. 

MiNNBSuTA. — Cavanaugh, Phelps— 9. Total, 92. 

The motion to refer the bill to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole having thus failed, the House 
was brought to a direct vote upon Mr. Grow^e 
amendment, which was adopted by the follow- 
ing votes : 

T8AB. 

Maisb,— Foster, Gilmcm, Morse, Washburn, Wood 
— 6. 

1iKW'RkUFBHiRK.—Cragin,Pike, 7\ippan—S. 

\kruost.— Morrill, Boyee, Walton— %, 

Massachusktts.- ^i^j^^oft, Bwrli/nqam^, Chaffee, 
OominSt Davis, Dances^ Oooish, HaU, Kna^^ Thayer 
—10. 

Rhodb Iskno.—Brayton, Dtir/e&—2. 

Conn bcticut. — Dean — 1. 

"Sbw-Yo&k.— Andrews, Bennett, Burroughs, Clark, 
John Cochrane, Dodd, Fen/vton^ Cfra/nger, Hoards Kel- 
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wy, MaUMon, Morgan^ Mbrae^ Murray^ Olin. PdU 
mer^ Parker% Sfiemum^ Spinner ^ Thompson- m. 

Nkw-Jkhskt. — JRobbine—l. 

Pbhnstlvania.— Chapman, OovodSf JSdiSy Florence, 
(rTOtOy JCetnty Morris, Phillips, Puroiancet Jiitc/iie^ 

Maryland. — Stewart— 1. 

Tbvnksskb.— Atldns, Avery, Jones, Savage— 4. 

Krhtdckt.— Jewett, Slevenson, Talbott— -8. 

Oeio— .Bingham, SUas, G<tc}s.ei\\\.Gidding8, ffarlan, 
ffortony Lawrence, Letter, Millei:, Mott, Sfurman, Stan- 
ton, Tompkins, W4ide—14. 

liiDHiVA.—Col/ux, Kil'gore, Peitit, Wilson— A. 

\hLivioi%,—Fa/rnsajDorth, Keuogg, Love^oy, Wa4ihbwne 
—4. 

MiCBiQ AS. —ffoward J Leach, WaWridge, Waldron 
—4. 

yTi%oov«ii!i.—BiUinghw8t,Potier, W<uhbwm—%. 

HiNMRSOTA.— Cavanaugh, Phelp»— 2. 

Iowa,— Curtis, Da'cish-i. 

Missouri.— JSZair—1. Total, 9& 

NATS. 

GoKNBGTicnT. — Arnold — 1.* 

Nrw-Yohk.— Rusaell, Searing, Taylor — 8. 

Nrv-Jbrsht. — iiuylec, Wortendyke — 2. 

PiNNSYLVANiA. — Ahl, Dewart, Leidy, Montgomery— 4. 

Dblawarb — Whijeley— 1. 

Maryland — Bowie — 1. 

TiROiNiA.— Bocock, Caskie, Edmundson, Garnett, 
Qoode, Hopkins, Millson, Powell — 8. 

NosTB C.IROLIN A.— Branch, Graige, Qilher, RuflSn, 
Scales, Shaw, Vanck, Winslow— S. 

South Carolina.— Bonham, Boyce, McQueen, Miles— 4. 

Gborgia -^-Crawford, Gartre.l,. Jackson, Seward, 
Stephens, Trippb, Wright — 7. 

Plorida.— Hawkins— 1. 

Alabama.— Cobb, Curry, Dowdell, Houston, Moore, 
Shorter, 8iaIlworth—T. 

Mississippi. — Davis, McRae, Singleton— 8, 

Louisiana.— Kut$TM, Sandldge — 2. 

TkxaS.— Reairan — 1. 

Tbnnbsseb.— Matnard, Rbaot, Smith, Watkins, Zolli- 

CX>PFBR— 5. 
Krrtuckt.- Burnett, Elliott, Underwood— 8. 
Ohio.— Burns, Cux, Hall, Pendleton, Vallandigham — 6 
Indiana.— Daviit, Foley, Gregg, Hughes^4. 
Ilunois.— Hodges, Marshal), Shaw, Smith— 4 
MissouKL — Andkrson, Csruthers, Clark, Craig, Phelps, 

Woodson- 6. 
CAuroRNiA.~-Scott— 1, Total, 81. 

Upon, the adoption of Mr. Grow's amendment, 
the Republican vote, as will be seen, was unani- 
mously in the affirmative. Of the votes from 
the Slave States, all but nine were in the nega- 
tive, and, as we shall presently see, there was 
only one of that number who was really in favor 
of it, this one being Mr. Blair, Republican, of 
Missouri. 

Mr. Grow*s amendment being incorporated 
into the bill, the next question was upon the 
passage of the bill, which was defeated by the 
following vote : 

TBAS. 

yLkvm.-^Foster, Morse, Washburn, Wood—A, 
NBW-HAMP;iHiRK.— Oa^rin., Pike, Tapfjan—2. 
Vbrwont —Morrill, Boyce, Walton— d. 
MAi«SACHD8BTTs —Buffinton, Bwrlingame, Chaffee, 
Oomins, J)a/9is, Dawes, Gooch, Hall, Knapp, Thayer 

Khodb Tsl * sj).~-Brayton, IhMrfee~%. 

t'osNRCTicDT. — Clark, Dean— 2. 

Vnvr -York.— Andrews, Bennett, Burroughs, Clark, 
J B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Dodd, PerUon, Gran- I 
ger. Hatch, Hoard, Kelsey, MaUeson. Morgan, Morse, " 
Murray, Olin, Palmer, Parker; Spinner, Thotfipson ' 

N^w-Jbrsbt.— (?Za«o«om, Bobbins— 2. 

PKsssYLYASi.K.—Covode, Dick, Edie, Grow, Keim, 
Morris, Purviance, Ritchie, St»wart-~9, 

Martland.— Davis — 1. 

Oaio.— Bingham, Bliss, Cox, Giddings, Hall, Bdrlan, 
UortoTtyLeiter, Miller, MoU, Sherman, Stanton, Tomp- 
friiis, Wade—U. 

Michigan.— ZToti^ard, Leach, Walbridge, Waldron 

lsDiASA.—Col/as», Kilgore, Pettit, Wilson— A, 



luj;no\^,—Famsworth, KeOogg^ Love^oy, Monii, 
WastuyiMrii^-b. 
Vf tscoK SIS. —Potter, Washburn — 3. 
Iowa.— Curtis, Davis— 2. 
Minnbsota.- Cavanaugh, Phelps— 8. 
Missouri.- JS^bir— 1. Total— 91. 

NATS. 

CoNwaoTicOT.— Arnold— 1 . 

Nbw- York.— Coming, Russell, Searing, Taylor— 4. 

Nbw-Jbrskt. — Huyler.— 1. 

PKNNSTLVANIA.— Ahl, Chapman, Dewart, Florenc* 
Jones, Leidy, Montgomery. Phillips, White— 9. 

DBLAWARf. — Whiteley— 1. 

Martland.— Bowie, Rigaud, SteVart— B. 

YiROiNiA. — Bocock, Caskie, Edmundson, Garnett, 
Goode, Hopkins, Millson, Powell— 8. 

North Carolina.'- Craige, Gilmer, Ruffln, Scales, 
Shaw, Yancb, Winslow— 7. 

South Carolina. — ^Bonham, Boyce, McQueen — 8. 

Gboroia. — Crawford, Gartrfel, Jackson, Stephens, 
Trippn, Wright— €. 

Florida.!— Hawkins— 1a, 

Alabama.— Cobb, Dowdell, Houston, Moore, Shorter, 
Stallworth- 6. 

Mississippl— Barksdale Davis, McRae, Singleton— 4. 

Louisiana- Sandidge, Taylor— 3. 

Tkxas. — Bryan, Reagan— 2. 

Abjcansas.— Greenwood— 1. 

Trnnhssbb— Atkins, Avery, Jones, Matnard, Braat, 
Savage, Smith, Watkins, ZoLucorrRR- 9. 

Kkntuckt.— Burnett, Clay, £Uiott, Jewett, Marshall^ 
Mason, Peyton, Stevenson, Talbott, Underwood— 10. 

Ohio.— Burns, Cockerill, Groesbeck, Pendleton, Tal- 
landlgham-^. 

Indiana.— Davis, Foley, Gregg, Haghes— 4 

Illinois — Marshall, Shaw— 2. 

Missouri.— Andkrson, Caruthers, Clark, Craig, Phelps, 
Woodson. Total— 95. 

The defeat of the bill, in conseqn'ence of the 
incorporation into it of Mr. Grow's amend- 
ment, shows that a majority of the House was 
really opposed to that amen<)ment, although it 
had been adopted by a vote 'of 98 to 81. Cer- 
tain members, who did not dare to vote directly 
against the amendment, joined in killing it 
afterward, by killing the bill, of which it had 
been made a part by their own votes. 

Thus Messrs. Stewart, of Maryland, Atkins, 
Avery, Jones and Savage, of Tennessee, and 
Jewett, StepheYison, and Talbot, of Kentucky, 
who had voted for the amendment, voted after 
ward against the bill. Only one, Mr. Blair, of 
the nine Southern supporters of the amend- 
ment, proved true to it in the end, and no other 
Southern member came to its support in the 
final vote, saving only Mr. Davis, of Maryland, 
who represents the free-labor interest of the 
city of Baltimore, rather than the interest of 
the slaveholding and landed aristocracy of tbo 
planting States. 

Afterward, on the same day, when these 
votes upon Mr. Grow's amendment were given, 
the repiresentatives from Minnesota, both of 
them members of the Democratic party, de- 
livered speeches, in which they made no secret 
of their chagrin that a measure so vital to their 
constituency encountered the nearly unanimous 
opposition of their political friends. Mr. Cava* 
naugh, one of the members from Minnesota 
(Globe, p. 505), said: 

With reference to the vote on this bill to-day, with aa 
overwhelming majority of this side of the House voting 
against my colleague and myself, voting- against this bill, 
1 say it frankly, I say it in sorrow, that it was to the Re- 
publican side of the Uou^e to whom we were compelled to 
look for support of this Jast and honorable measure. 
Gentlemen from the South, gentlemen who have broad 
acres and wide plantations, aided here to-day bv th^r 
votes more to make Kepublican States in the North than 
by any vote which has been cast within the last two 
year*. Tiie;ie geptlemeu come here and ask us to support 
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ibe South ; yet they, to a man almost, Tote against the 
free, independent labor of the North and West. 

I, sir, nave inherited my Democracy ; have been at- 
tached to tlie Democratic party from my boyiiood ; have 
believed In tiie great trutlis as enunciated by the ** ffi- 
there of the faitii,*' and have cherished them religiously, 
knowing that, by tiieir faithful application to every 
department of tliis Government, this nation has grown 
up from struggling colonies to prosperous, powerful, and 
sovereign State:*. But, sir, when I see S&utliern gentle- 
men uoiiie up, as I did to*day, and refuse, by their votes|i 
to aid my constituents, refuse to place the actual tiller of 
the soil, the honest, inuustrious laborer, beyond the grasp 
and avarice of the speculator, I tell you, air, I falter and 
I hesitate. 

The amendment of Mr. Orow, forbidding the 
publlo sales of lands for at least ten years after 
their survey, would secure the great bulk of the 
lands to preemptors, and would give them a 
long pay-day, and thus save them from the 
enormous ustiry they are now compelled to pay 
to money-lenders. It would not reduce the 
revenue derived by the Treasury from the 
public lands, but would only postpone it, and 
this postponement would be far less prejudicial 
to the Government than it would be beneficial 
to the settler. The Government can borrow 
money at four and a half per cent per annum, 
while- the settler frequently pays five per cent, 
per month for the money to enter his lands, to 
prevent their sale at public auction. 

On the first of February, the question of the 
Public Lands was again before the House, the 
pending bill (House bill No. 72) being a bill to 
secure Homesteads to actual settlers, and being 
in the words following: 

A BILL TO SECURE HOMESTEADS TO ACTUAL SET- 
. TLKKS ON THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

§ 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and Eouse of Be- 
preeentoHfjee of the United Utatea of America in Con- 
greea aeeembled^ That auy person who is the head of a 
family, or wiio lias arrived at the age of twenty-one 
yenr9, and is a citisen of the United States, or who shall 
have filed his intention to become such, as required by the 
u. turaliaation laws of the United States, shall, from and 
after the passage o( this act, be entitled to enter, free of 
cost, one quarter-section of vacant and unappropriated 
public lands which may, at the time the application is 
made, be sul^cct to private entry, at $1 25 per acre, or a 
quantity equal thereto, to be located in a body, in con> 
furmity wliti the legal subdivisions of public lands, and 
after the same sliall have been surveyed. 

% a. And he it further enacted^ That the person ap- 
plying for the benitQl of this act shall, upon appUcation to 
ttie register of the land oflBce in which he or she is about 
to malce such entry, make affidavit before the said regis- 
ter that he or she is the head of a family, ox is twenty-one 
years or more of age, and that such application is made 
for his or her exclusive use and benefit, and those spe- 
cially mentioned in this act, and not either directly or 
indirectly f«r the use or benefit of any other person or 
persons wh* nisoever; and upon making the affidavit as 
above required, and filing tlie .affidavit with the register, 
he or she shall thereupon be permitted to enter the 
quantity of land already specified : JF^onided, hoto&ver^ 
That no certificate shall be given or patent issued therefor 
until the expiration of five years from the date of such 
entry ; and If, at the expiration of such time, or at any 
time thereafter, the person making such entry ,,or, if he 
be dead, his widow, or. In case of her death, his heirs or 
devisee, or in case of a widow making such entry, her 
heirs or devisee, in case of her death, shall prove by 
two creditable witnesses that he, she, or they, have con- 
tinued to reside upon and cultivate such land, and still 
reside upon the same, and have not alienated the same, 
or any part thereof, then, in such case, he, she, or they, if 
at that time a citizen of the United States, shall, on pay* 
ment of ten dollars, be entitled to a patent, as in other 
eases provided by for law : And provided, fwrthwr. In 
ease of the death of both father and mother, leaving an in- 
fant child or children under twenty-one yeara of age, the 
right and tiie fee shall inure to the benefit of said infant 
child or children, and the executor, administrator or 
guardian may, at auy time within two years after Uie 



death of the surviving parent, and in accordance with the 
laws of the State in which such children for the time being 
have their domicil, sell said land fur the benefit «>f said 
infants, but for no other purpo!<e ; and the purchaser 
shall acquire the absolute title by the purchase, and be 
entitled to a patent from the United States. 

§ 8. And be it further eracted. That the register of 
the land office shall note all such applications on the 
tract-books and plats of his office, and keep a register of 
all siich entries, aAd make a return thereof to the General 
Land Office, together with the proof upon which tbej 
have been founded. 

% 4 And be it further enacted. That all lands ac- 
quired under the provisions of this act shall In no event 
become liable to the eatisfaction of any debt or debts con- 
tracted prior to the issuing the patent therefor. 

S'6. And be it further enacted. That if, at any time af- 
ter the filing the affidavit, as required in the second sec- 
tion of this act, and before the expiration of the five yean 
aforesaid, it shall be proven, after due notice to the settler, 
to the satisfaction of the register of the land office, that 
the person having filed such affidavit shall have actually 
changed his or her residence, or abandoned the bald entry 
for more than six months at any time, then, and in that 
event, the land so- entered shall revert back to tiie 
Goremment, and be disposed of as other public lands are 
now by law, subject to an appeal to the (General Land 
Office. 

I 6. And be it further enacted. That no individual 
shall be permitted to make more than one etitry nnder 
the provisions of this act; and that the' Commissioner of 
the General Land Office is hereby required to prepare 
and iraue such rules and regulations, consistent with this 
act, as shall be necessary and proper to carry its provi- 
rions into effect ; and that the registers and receivers of 
the several land offices shall be entitled to receive the 
same compensation for any lands entered under the pro- 
visions of this act that they are now entitled to receive 
when the same quantity of land is entered with money, 
one-half to be paid by the person making the application, 
at the time so doing, and the other half on the issue of the 
certificate by the person to whom it may be issued: 
Provided, That nothing* in this act shall be so construed 
as to impair or interfere in any manner whatever with 
existing preemf tlon rights. 

The previous question having been ordered, 
the House was brouglit to a direct vote upor 
this bill, without debate. 

A' motion to lay the bill on the table was lo8 
— ^Teas, 77 ; Nnjs, 113 ; and the bill was theL 
passed — Yeas, 12t^ ; Nays, 76. 

As these two votes were substantially the 
same, we only give the last one, which was 
upon the passage' of the bill, and which was as 
follows: 

TEAS. 

lAuvs.— Abbott, Foster, Oilman, Morse, Wash^m 
—0. 

Nbw-Hampshtrk.— (Tragrin, Pike, Tappan—Z. 

"VKtMOHT— Morrill, Royce, Walton— S. 

MAssACHUBBTrs. — Buffinton, BurUngame, Oha^ee^ 
Oomina, DaMs, Dames, Ooochy Hall, Knapp, Thayer 
—10. 

Rhoob Island. — Bra/yton, J>vurfte—% 

CoNNBCTicuT. — ^Blshop, Clark, Dean — 8. 

'^vw-Yov.vi,— 'Andrews, Barr, B\f>rrougJis, C B. Coch- 
rane, John Cochrane, Corning, Dodd, Fenton, Goodwin^ 
Granger, Haskin, Hatch, Hoard, Kelsey, Maclay, Mat- 
teson, Morgan, Morse, Murray, Olin, Palmer, Parker, 
Pottle, Russell, Spinaier, Taylor, Ward— 27. 

NBW-jBJtSBT. — ^Adrian, Clawson, Bobbins, Wortendyke 

PBinreTLVAHiA. — Oovode, Dick, Florence, Grow, Hick- 
Taaji,Keim,Morris, Phillips, Purviance, Reilly, Roberts, 
Stewart, KunkeU-lZ. 

Tbnnessbb. — Jones — ^1 . 

Kbhtuckt. — Jewett — 1. 

Omo.'^Bingham, Bliss, Bums, OockeriU, Cox, Gid- 
dings, Groesbeck, Hall, Harlan, Horton, Lawrence, 
Leit^, Miller, Pendleton, Sherma>n, Stanton, Tomp- 
kins, Tallandigham, Wade— 19. 

Indiaha.— C!(M«, Colfax, Davis, Foley, Gregg, EUgore, 
Pettit, Wilson--^. 

Illinois. — Famstoorth, Hodges, Kellogg, Lovejoy, 
Morris, Smith, Washbitrne—7. 

Michigan. — Howard. Leach, Walbridge, Waldron—L 
• Wisconsin. — BlUinghursi^ Potter, Waehbvm — 8. ' 

MtNNBSOTA. — Cavanaugh, Phelps — 2. 

Iowa — Curtis, Davv9~-2. 
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MiaaoDHL-^Craig— 1. 
CAUFURMiA.^McKibbin, Scott— 2. Total, 120. 

VAT8. 

Pkknsylvakia. — Leidy— 1. 

Dkla w a re. — ^Whiteley —1 . 

MARTLAifD. — ^Bowie, Davis, Harris, Kunkel, Ricaud, 
Stewart — 6. 

. Virginia. — ^Bocock, Caskle, Edmundson, Faulkner, Gar- 
nett, Goode, Hopkins, Jenkins, Letcher, Millson, Smith 

North Carolina. — Branch, Cra^e, Gilmkr, Ruffin, 
Scales, Shaw, Vancb, Winslow — 8. 

South Carolina. — Bonham, Boyce, Keitt, McQueen, 
Miles— 6. 

Georgia. — Crawford, Gartrell, Hill, Jackson, Seward, 
Stephens, Trippb, Wright— 8. 

Alabama. — Cobb, Curry, Dowdell, Hou«5'>*'n, Moore, 
Shorter, Stallworth — 7. 

MississiPPL — ^Barksdale, Lamar, McRae, Singleton— 4. 

Louisiana. — Eusti&^I. 

Tkxas. — Reagan — 1. 

Arkansas. — Greenwpod — ^1. 

Tennessee. — Atkins, Avery, Matnard, Readt, Smith, 
Watkins, Wright, Zollicoffbr — 8. 

Kentucky. — Burnett, Marshall, Mason, Peyton,UND£R- 
WOOD— 6. 

Ohio. — NicholB—1. 

Ini>iana. — Ilhglish, Hughes, Niblack — 8. 

Illinois. — Marshall, Shaw — 2. 

Missouri. — Anderson, Clark, Woodson— 3. Total, 70. 

Only three Southern members — Jones of Ten- 
nessee, Jewett of Kentucky, and Craig of Mis- 
souri — voted for the bill, thereby marking un- 
mistakably the bectional character of the oppo- 
sition to it. 

The Republican vote, with a solitary excep- 
tion, was given solid for the bill. Of the 
Northern members connected with the Demo- 
cratic party, twenty-nine voted for the bill and 
six voted against it. Thus, of the entire Demo- 
cratic party In the House, a large majority was 
against the bill, but even this is less important 
than the other fact, that the Southern wing of 
/he vote was almost unanimously against, it 
being this Southern wing which controls in the 
party councils, and which, when out-voted in 
the House, has other departments of the Gov- 
ernment, the Senate and the President, with 
which it is more po^verful, and by means of 
which it has so far rarely failed to defeat mea- 
sures, however popular: and beneficial, which it 
dislikes. 

The Homestead bill had now passed the House 
by a decisive majority, but it had yet to encoun- 
ter the more dangerous ordeal of the Senate, in 
which the Democratic majority was larger, and 
ill which the representation of the slavehoiding 
States is proportionably greater. 

No direct vote upon the measure was, in fact, 
reached in the Senate, because the Southern 
managers would not permit it. 

There are two wavs of killing off obnoxious 
measures. One is, to act upon them and vote 
them down. Another is, to overslaugh them 
whenever they are proposed, by proceeding to 
consider some other business. This latter 'me- 
thod is invariably resorted to, where a measure, 
obnoxious to a majority of the Senate, is sup- 
posed to be acceptable to the people. And it 
was precisely by thib method, and for that rea- 
son, that the Homestead bill was run over, 
shoved aside, evaded, and left unacted upon, by 
the Senate during its late session. The regular 
appropriation bills and the bill fpr the purchase^ 
of Cuba were being pressed upon the time of 
the Senate during the last days of the session, 



both of I hem commanding the support of the 
majority of that body. 

On the 17 th day of February, Mr. Wade, of 
Ohio, ((7on. Globe^ page 1074,) moved to post- 
pone all prior orders and take up the Homestead 
bill, which had passed the House. The follow- 
ing extracts from the debate upon this motion 
^ill exhibit the- points made : 

Mr. Wade. — ^The Homestead bill, to which I am a good 
deal attached, has, I believe, twice passed tbe House and 
come to this body, but somehow it has had the go-by, and 
we have never had a direct vote upon it hejre that I know 
of. I do not propose to discuss it for a single moment, and 
I hope none of its friends will debate it, because it has 
been pending before Congress for several years, and I pre- 
sume every senator is perfectly well acquahited with all 
its provisions, and has made up- his mind as to the course 
he will pursue in regard to'it. I have no hope that any- 
thing I could say would win an opponent of the bill to its 
support ; and I hope every friend of the measure will tak« 
no tune in debate, but will try to get a vote upon It, for I 
think it is the great measure of the session. All I want, 
all I ask, is to have a vote upon it. 

Mr. Keid, of ^orth Carolina.— I think it is too late in the 
session now -to take up this bill to be acted upon here, at 
least until we act upon other great measures upon wUch 
there is more unanimity of sentiment in the country, and 
a higher sense of duty upon us to pass them during the 
few days of the session that remain. 

Mr, Hunter, of Virginia.— I t)elieve that a fortnight ftt>m 
to-day will take us to the 8d of March. Now, It is known 
that we have nearly all the important appropriation bills, 
and one that 4s unfinished, to take up. I hope there will 
be no effort to press this Homestead bill, so as to displace 
the appVopriation bills. I must appeal to the Senate to 
consider how little of the session is now left to us, and 
whether we ought not to take up the appropriation bill and 
dispose of it. 

Mr. Shields, of Minnesota.— The friends of this bill de- 
sire nothing but a vote upon it, not to waste time in de- 
bate. Let us take it up, and have a fair vote upon it. 

Mr. Hunter — I do not conceal the fact that I am very 
much opposed to it ; but I suppose whenever^ this bin 
comes up, it must be the subject of debate, 

Mr, Wilson, of Massachusetts.— I appreciate the anxiety 
of the senator from Virginia to take up the appropriation 
bill ; but I would suggest to that senator that he allow us 
to take up this bill, and have a vote upon it. I do not 
suppose that anybody, who is in favor of the measure, de- 
sires to consume the time of the Senate, at this stage of 
the session, by discussing It. It has been discussed bbfoi 
the. nation. It is well understood. I believe it is sus^ 
tained by an overwhehnning majority of the people of tlM 
country. 

Mr, Wade. — I have no doubt, fi-om the business before 
us, that this is the last opportunity we shall have to act 
upon this great measure, I hope, as I said before, thai 
every friend of it will stand by it until it is either triumph- 
ant or defeated, and that, too, in preference to any ottier 
business that may be urged upon us. As to the appropria- 
tiod bills, I have not the least fear but that .they will go 
through. Their gravitation carries them through. 

The question was then taken, and Mr. Wade's 
motion was carried by the following vote, the 
Republicans being indicated by italics : 

Yeas Messft. Bright, Broderick, Chandler, OoUatner^ 
Dixon^ DooUiU6y Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Gwin, Hdl€^ 
HanUin, Harlan, Johnson, of Tennessee, King, Pi^gfa, 
Bice, Seward, Shields, Simmons^ Smith, Stuart, TVvm- 
bull. Wade, and Wilson— 26. ] 

Nays — Messrs. AUen, Bayard, Beiy'amin, Bigler, Brown, 
Chestnut, Clay, Cllngman, Da'ds, Fitch Fitzpatrick, Green, 
Hammond, Hunter, Iverson, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Pearoe, 
Reid, Slidell, Toombs, and Ward— 28. 

Upon an examination of this vote, it wijl be 
seen that the Republicans voted unanimously 
in the affirmative, and that the Slave State Sen> 
ators'were all in the negative, with the soli- 
tary exception of Mr. Johnson, of Tennessee. 
Of the Free State Democrats, Gwin, Bright, 
Pugh, Rice, Shields, Smith, and Stuart, all be* 
, ing from the new States, voted fob Mr. Wade's 
motion. 

Th« Homestead bill was now up, and, so far 
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as its friends were concerned, nothing was 
asked but a vote, which would not bare con- 
sumed ten minutes. But a vote was precisely 
what the SouthefH managers were determined 
to avoid. 

Instantly, therefore, upon the announcement 
of the success of Mr. Wade's motion, which 
brought the bill before the Senate, Mr. Hunter 
took the floor, and moved that it be set aside, 
80 as to take up another bill, viz. : the Diplo- 
matic and Consular Appropriation bill. 

No question of order was raised upon this 
motion of Mr. Hunter, but it was well charac- 
terized as *^ child's p^<^y^^ to move to set aside 
a bill, instantly after a vote to take it up. 

Pending some conversational debate upon 
Mr. Hunter^s motion, the hour of twelve o'clock 
arrived, and the Vice-President decided that 
the Cuba bill, having been assigned for that 
hour, was the subject pending before the Senate. 

Hereupon, Mr. Wade moved to postpone the 
twelve o'clock order, and continue the* consi- 
deration of the Homestead bill, and this motion 
prevailed by the following vote : 

Tbas— Messrs. Bell, Bright, Broderick, Chandl^r^ 
Clark^ Collamer^ Ikixon^ JjooUttU^ Douglas, Durkset 
F^asenden^ Foot, Fostw^ JIaUy Hamlin^ Jfarlcmt 
Johnson of Tennessee, Kirvg^ Pagh, Rice, Seward. Simr 
mans. Smith, Stuart, TrunUmll, Wade^ and WUson 
—27. 

Nats— Messrs. Allen, Bates, Bei\jam!n, Bigler, Brown, 
Clay, Clingman, David, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Qwin, 
Hammond, Hunter, Iversons, Johnson, of Arkansas, 
Lane, Mallory, Mabou, Fearce, lieid, Sebastian, SUdell, 
Toombs, Ward, and Vulee— 20. 

On this vote, an additional Southern Senator, 
Mr. Bell, of Tennessee, ranged himself on the 
side of Homestead.s. But this was oifset by 
the ratting back to the negative side of Mr. 
Gwiu. 

The Homestead bill *was now again before 
the Senate, but the question, as seated by the 
Vice-President, was still upon Mr. Hunter^s 
motion to set it aside, and take tip the Consular 
and Diplomatic Appropriation bill. 

Mr. Mason, of Virginia, threatened an *^ ex- 
tended debate'^ upon the Homestead bill, if its 
consideration were insisted upon. He declared, 
at any rate, for himself that he intended to ^"^ go 
iitto it pretty largely, becauM he had not yet 
known a bill so fraught with mischie/, andtnia- 
ehief of the most demoralizing kind.''* 

Mr. Wade and Mr. Seward, in brief and ener- 
getic terms, exhorted the friends of the bill to 
stand firm. 

Tiie vote was then taken upon Mr. Himter^s 
motion, and resulted as follows: 

TcAS. — ^Messrs. Allen, Bates, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, 
Brown, Clay, Olingmau, Davis, Fitch, Fitapatrick, Green, 
Gvrin, Hammond, Hunter, Iverson, Jqhnson of Arkansas, 
Kennedy, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Pearoe, Reid, Sebastian, 
filidell, Toombs, Ward, and Yulee— 28. 

NATS.^Messrs. Bell, Bright, 'Broderick, Chandler^ 
Clark^ Collamer^ IHxon, J>ooUUle, Douglas, Dwkee, 
F^ssendeny Foot, Foster, Hale, ITOmUn, Marian, 
Houston, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Pugh, Rice, 
SetDord, Simmons, Smith, Stuart, jywmuU Wade, and 
WUaon-2&. 

• 

The vote being a tie, the Vice-Prefljdent, Mr. 
Hreckinridge, voted in the affirmative, and thus* 
after a long struggle, the Homestead bill was, 
for that day, overslaughed. 

Of the twenty-eight Totes for oversltaghing 
it, all but five are from the South, and cne of 



these five. Mr. 6win, is only a temporary res- 
dent of % Free State. 

Of the twenty-eight votes in favor of sustain- 
ing the bill, only three are from the South, and 
only one of the three (Johnson of Tennessee,) 
is a Democrat. 

Two days afterward, on the 19th of February, 
Mr. Wade again moved to set aside all prior 
orders and take up the Homestead bill ; but this 
motion was negatived by the following vote : 

Tkas. — Messrs. Broderick, Chandler^ Clark. OoUamer, 
Diason, DooUttle, Durkee^ Fessenden, Foot, Hale 
HainHn, Harlan, Johnson uf Tennessee, Jones, Ki'tvg, 
Pugh, Rice, Seward, Shields, Simmons, Stuart, Trwn- 
huU, TTflkie, and WilsoTk^-U, 

Nays. — Messrs. K\\*sja, Bates, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, 
Bright, Brown, Ciieatnut, Clay, Olingman, Crittenden, 
Davis, Fitch, Fitspatrick, Green, Hammond, Houston, 
Hunter, Iverson, Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, 
Polk, Reid, Sebastian, Slideli, Smith, Toombs, Ward, and 
Yulee— 81. 

Upon these two days, the 17th and 19th of 
February, the question was made between the 
consideration of the Homestead hill and the con- 
sideration of the appropriation bills, the neces- 
sity of passing which last bills did not fail to be 
insisted vpon by the Democratic managers. At 
a subsequent stage of the session, as will be 
presently seen, the. question was^made between 
considering the Homestead bill and considering 
the Cuba bill. 

Upon the 25th day of February, upon the oc- 
casion of a motion by Mr. Slideli to postpone 
all prior orders and take up the bill for the pur- 
chase of Cuba, Mr. Doolittle resisted it, and 
called upon the friends of Homesteads to vote 
it down, so that he himself might submit a mo- 
tion to take up the Homestead bill. Mr. Doo- 
little said : 

I think it would be better to take up this question of 
the Homestead bill and vote upon it, and then the Cuba 
bill will come up. I ask the friends of the Homestead 
bill now to stand by it and give it the preference. 

The vote was then taken, and the motion to 
take up the Cuba bill prevailed, as follows : 

YEAS^Messrs. Alle;i, Bayard, Bell, Benjamin, Bigler^ 
Brown, Chestnut, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fits- 
patrick, Green, Gwin, Hammond, Houston, Hunter, Iver- 
son, Jones, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Reid, 
Rice, Sebastian, Shields, Slideli, Smith, Stuart, Toombs, 
Ward, Wright, and Yulee-85. 

Nays— Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark^ 
Colldmer, IHxon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee., Fessen^ 
den. Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Johnson of 
Tennessee, Kennedy, King, Pear.ce, Seward, Simanons^ 
Trmnbull, Wade, and Wilson — %i. 

The Cuba bill was now up, and the discussion 
upon it protracted the session late into the 
night, and almost into the next morning. It 
was distinctly seen during the progress of this 
discussion that it would be without praptical re- 
sult, and that no vote could be reached before 
the final adjournment of Congress. 

Accordingly, at ten o'clock in the evening, 
Mr. Doolittle felt it to be his duty to renew the 
attempt to set aside the Cuba bill, the subject- 
matter of a manifestly idle debate, so as to take 
up the Homestead bill, ills motion to that effect, 
and the commencement of the debate upon it, 
will be found on page 1351 of the Congres- 
sional Globe, Such extracts are made as will 
exhibit its general character : 

Mr. TrumbulL^If there was any assurance that the 
Homestead bill could be taken up, after the Cuba ques- 
tion was disposed of, I should be willing to see it have 
the go»-^7 on the present occasion ; but we have soughl 
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«epeated]y to biing up the Homestead bill, tu.d eyery 
anovement that has been made to bring it up has been 
tiet with a counter movement, crowding it out of the 

fray with sometliing else If the senator from 

Virginia will give us an as urance that we shall have a 
ehance to bring up the Homestead bill, and keep it be- 
fore the Senate until we can gel a vote upon it, after the 
Cuba bill is through, and that he will not interpose an 
appropriation bill, I would join with gentlemen in aqking 
my friend from Wisconsin to withdraw the motion he has 
loade. V 

Mr. Hunter. — ^I certainly will press the appropriation- 
bills. I will give no promise to vote to take up the 
Homestead bill. 

Mr. Trumbull. — That is as I expected. We now have 
notice tliat we are to be m%t with an apprbpriation bill 
the moment that the Cuba question is disposed of, and 
here we are wasting our time at this stage of the session 
in making long speeches, and debating about the acquisi- 
tion of a country that does not belong to us, instead of 
providing for the settlement of the country which we own. 
There can be no hope of getting up the Homestead bill as 
against an appropriation bill. 

Mr. Seward. — After nine hours ylejdingto tiie dlscossion 
of the Cuba question, it is time to come back to the great 
question of the day and the age. The Senate may as well 
meet face to face the issue which' is before them. It is an 
issue presented by the competition between these two 
questions. One, the Homestead bill, is a questiap of 
homes, of lands for the landless freemen of the United 
States. The Cuba bill is a question of slaves for the slave- 
holders of the United States. 

Mr. Wade. — I am very glad that this question has at 
length come up. I am glad, too, that it has antagonized 
with this' nigger question. (Laughter.) I have beeti try- 
ing here for nearly a month to get a stndghtforward vote 
upon this great measure of land for the landless. I glory 
in that measure. It is the greatest that has ever come 
before the American Senate, and it has now come so that 
there b no dodging it. The question will be, shall we give 
niggers to the nlggerless, or lands to the landless ? 

I moved some days ago to take up this subject. It was 
said then that there was an appropriation bill that stood 
In the way. The senator from Virginia had his appropri- 
ation bills. It was important, then, that they should be 
settled at once ; there was danger that they would be 
lost, and the Uovernment would stop in consequence ; and 
the appeal was* made to gentlemen to give this bill the 
go-by for the time being, at all events, and the appeal was 
successful. The appropriation bills lie very easy now be- 
hind this nigger operation. (Laughter.) When you come 
to niggers for the nlggerless, all other questions sink into 
insignificance. 

Mr. Doolittle^s motion to set aside the Cuba 
bill for the purpose of taking up the Homestead 
bill, was lost, by the foliowii^g vote : 

Tras — lilessrs. Broderick, Cameron^ Clarke Chandler^ 
OoUamer^ Doolittl$^ Fesaenden^ Foot^ Foster. UaU^ 
HamUn^ Harlan. Johnson of Tennessee, King^ 8ew€brd, 
^Mn/mons^ Tt'unwull^ Wade^ and TTtTfion— 19. 

• Nats — Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Bayard, Bigler, Brown, 
Chestnut, Clay, Clingman, Douglas, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, 
Green, Gwin, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Lane, 
Mallory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Reid, Rice, Sebastian, Shields, 
Hidell, Toombs, Ward and*Wrigh^^29. 

This was the last attempt made to get up the 
Homestead bill in the Senate. It had first been 
overslaughed by the appropriation bills, and 
now by the Cuba bill, and no expectation 
remained of reaching it during the few remain- 
ing days of the session. The Republicans, who 
had endeavored to get it up in all forms and on 
all occasions without'Success, felt it to be their 
duty to abandon a manifestly hopeless struggle. 

From this review of the votes in the Senate 
and House, it will be seen that the two great 
national parties, the one representing the rights 
and interests of free labor, and the other repre- 
senting the pretensions of Negro Slavery, have 
come to a well-defiued issue upon this great 
luaUer of the disposition of tbe Public Domain. 



In the House of Representatives, on the 6th 



of March, 1860, Mr. Lovojoy, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Landd, reported the following 
bill (previously introduced by Mr. Grow), which 
was read twice, and committed to the Committee 
of th6 Whole. 

A BI^L TO SECURE HOkESTEAPS TO ACTUAL 
SETTLERS ON THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

B6 it enacted hy the Senate and Hovse of Be- 
preaantqtwea of tM United States of Amenca in 
Oongreee assembled^ That any person who is the head 
of a family, or who has arrived at the ag^ of twenty-one 
years, and is a citizen of the United States, or Vho shall 
have filed his intention to become such, as required by 
the naturalization laws of the United States, shall, from 
and after the passage of this act, be entitled, to enter, free 
of cost, one hundred and sixty acres of unappropriated 
public lands, upon which said person may have* filed a 
preemption clahn, or wUch may, at the time the applicar 
tion is made, be subject to preemption at one dollar axid 
twenty-five cents, or less, per acre ; or eighty acres of 
such unappropriated lands, at two dollars and- fifty cents 
per acre ; t^ be located in a body, in conformity to the 
legal subdivisions of the, public lancb, and after the same 
shall have beea surveyed. 

I 2. And be it further, enacted^ That the person ap- 
plying for the benefit of this act shall, upon application to 
the register of the land office in which he or she is about 
to make such entry, make affidavit before the said register 
or receiver that he or she is the head of a family, or is 
twenty-one years or more of age, and that such applica- 
tion is made for his or her exclusive use and benefit, and 
those specially mentioned in this act, and not either 
directly or indirectiy for the use or benefit of any other 
person or persons whomsoever; and upon filing the 
affidavit with the renter or receiver, he or she shall there- 
upon be permitted to enter the quantity of land specified : 
Provided^ hotoever^ That no certificate shall be ^ven or 
patent i^iied therefor until the expiration of five years 
from the date of such eniry ; and if, at the expiration of 
such time, or at any time within two years thereafter, the 
person making sucli entry— or if he be dead, his widow ; 
or in case of her death,- his heirs or devisee ; or in case X)f 
a- widow making such entry, her heirs or devisee, in case 
of her death—shall prove by two credible Witnesses that 
he, she, or they have resided upon and cultivated the 
same for the term of five years immediately succeeding 
i the time of filing the affidavit aforesaid; then, in such 
Qase, he, she, or they, if at that time a citizen of tbe 
i United' States, shall, on payment of ten dollars, be enti- 
! tied to a patent, as in other cases provided for by law : 
An^ provided., fwthsr^ That in case of the death of both 
father and mother, leaving an infant child, or children, 
under twenty-one years of age, the light and fee shall 
inure to the benefit of said infant child, or children ; and 
the executor, administrator, or guardian may, at any time 
within two years after the death of the surviving parent, 
and in accordance with tbe laws of the State in which 
such children for the tifne being have their domicU, sell 
said land for the benefit of said infants, but for no other 
purpose ; and the purchaser shall acquire the absolute 
title by the purchase, and be entitled to a patent fk^m the 
United States, on payment of the office fees and sum of 
money herein-spe£ifled. 

S«o. 8. And be it fwrther enacted^ That the regitter 
of the land office shall note all such applications on tlie 
tract-books and plats of his office, and keep a legister of 
all such entries, and make return thereof to tbe General 
Land Office, together with the proof upon whith they 
have been founded. 

S»o. 4. And be U further. enacted. That all lands ao- 
. quired und^r the piovlsions of this act shall in no event 
become liable to the satisfaction of any debt or ddbts 
contracted prior to the issuing of the patent therefor. 

Skc 5. And be it further enacted^ That if, at any 
time after the filing of the affidavit, as required in the 
second section of this act, and before the expiration of 
the five years aforesaid, it shall be proven, after due no- 
tice to the settler, to*the satisfaction of the register of the 
land office, that the person having filed auch afAdavH 
jBhall have actually changed his or her residence, or 
abandoned the said entry for ^ore than .six month* at 
any time,, then,, and in that event, the land ao eBt««d 
shall revert to the government. 

Sko 6. And be it further enacted^ That no individnal 
shall be permitted to make more than one entry under 
the provisions of this aot ; and (hat the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office is herdby required to prepaid 
and issue such rules and regulations, conaiHent witii tbls 
act, as shall be necessary and proper to carry its proT&> 
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lions into effect ; and that the registers and receivers of 
the several land offices shall be entitled to receive the 
same compensation for any 1 inds entered under the pro- 
visions of this act that they are nuw entitled to receive 
when the same quantity of laud is entered with uloney, 
one-half to be paid by the pe son tnaking the application 
at the time of so doing, and the other half on the issue of 
the certificate, by the ii'ersun to whom it may be issued : 
Provided^ That nothing contained in this act shall be so 
construed as to impair or interfere in any manner what- 
ever with existing preemption rights : And provid^d^ 
Jurih,er, That all persons who may have filed their ap- 
plications for a preemption right prior to the passage 
of this act shall be entitled to all p.ivileges of this act. 

Subsequemly. a motion was made by Mr. Love- 
joy, to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
had been referred to the Committee of the 
Whole. On Monday, March 12, Mr. Lovejoy 
called up this motion, and under the operation 
of the previous question, it was agreed to, 106 
to 67, as follows : 

Ybas. — Messrs. Ad rain, Aidrich, Ashley, Babbitt, 
Bingham, Itlake, BufiBnton, Burlingaiue. Campbell, Oarey, 
Carter, Cnse, John Coohmney C«>lfHX, Conkling, Cooper, 
Corwin, Covode, Oofty James Graiffy OuTt\s\ John G, 
Davis, Diiwe?, Delano, Ducil, huuii, Kdgerton, Elliot, 
Fenton, Ferry, MorencSy Poster, FtfVJbey Frank, French, 
Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Hark in, 
Helmick, Hoard, Jlolmafiy Howardy Hutchins, Junkin, 
Francis W. Kellogg, William Ke i<gg, Kilgore, .Kiliinger, 
Larr'ibeey De Witt C. Leach, Lee, Logany Loomis, Love- 
joy, Madaqf^ Marstnn, Charles D. MariiUy MoCiemandy 
McKean, McKnight, Millwatd, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Olin, Pendleton, Perry, Por- 
ter, Hotter, Pottle, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, 
Janus C. Eobinseny Royce, S c h w a r ts, tiooUy Scran- 
ton^ Sedgwick, Sherman, Souie^, Spinner, Stanton, /StOfUy 
Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, 
Vallandighamy Vandever, Verree, Waldron, Walton, Cad- 
walader C. Washburn, Ellihu B Washburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Wells, Windom, and Woodruff— 106 

Nats — Messrs. Grssm Adams. Thomas L. Andersony 
William C Andkr.von. Avery y Barksdale, Booocky Bon- 
ham,y Brauson, Branchy^Hi^iov . BurchyBumetty Clop- 
tony Cobby Qurryy Reuben DaviSy LfeJametteyEd- 
mundson, Englishy Eth bidub Garnetty OartreU, GiJ> 
MKR, Hardemany J. Morrisjion Harris, Uatton, Hill, 
I/indmany Jloustony Hughetty Jackeony Jenkins, J&neSy 
Keitt, Lamar y Landrwrn, Leakey Lovey Mallury, Elbert 
8. Martin, Maynari>, MrQueen, McRaey MUeSy Millsony 
Montgomeryy Nkls^jn, Niblnck, No^ly Peyton, Pry or y 
Pughy ReagaUy Rujffi/ny Sickles, Simms,- Singleton, 
WUliam Smith, William N. U ^Iviith. St&oensoUy ^T0KK8, 
UndenjDoody Vancb, Wkbstkr, W/Uteleyy Woodsony and 
Wrightr-^l. 

Republicans in Roman ; DemMcrats in Italics ; Ameri- 
cans in SMALL caps; Aoti-Lecouipton Democrats in 
Roman spaced. 

So .the motion was reconsidered, and the bill 
was before the House. Mr. Lovejoy moved that 
the bill be engrossed and read a third time. Mr. 
Branch (N, C.) moved to lay the bill on the 
table. Lost, 62 to 112, the yeas being all from 
the South,except Mr. Mourgomery, Democrat, of 
Pennsylvania, and the nays ail from the North, 
except Mr. James Craig, Democrat, of Missopri. 

So the House refused to lay the bill on the 
table ; and it was read a third time and passed. 

The vote was as follows —The Republicans in 
Roman, the Administration Democrats mItalieSy 
the Americans in small caps, and the Anti- 
Lecompton Democrats in Roman spaced: 

TBAS. 

MAiHB.->Foster, French, Morse, Perry,' Somes, Israel 
Washburn— 6 

Nbw-Uampshirb.— Marston, T»ppan— 2. 

YmioKT.— Morrill, Royce. 'Walton—^. 

MABSACHDSicTTS.— Buffinton, Dawes, Delano, Klllot, 
Gooch, Rice, Thayer, Trflu— 8. 

CoNMBGTicuT — Burnham, Ferry, Loorols, Woodruff— 4. 

Rhoob-IjALamd. — Christopher Robinson— >1. 
■ Nbw- York.— i^arr, Briuqa, • iter, Joh» Oocihramty 
Conkling, DueH, Fenton, FiMok, Graham, Has kin. 
Hoard, Uumpurey, Bee, Maolay, McKeao, Olin Pottle, 
SieklM, SiMuner, Van Wyck, Wells— 21. 



Nbw-Jicb>*et. — A d r a i n, R i g g 9, Stratton— 8. 

Pknnsylvania — Ba^bbltt, Campbell Covode, Florence, 
Grow, 14. If, Hall, II ick man, Junkin. Kiilenger, Mo- 
Kuight, Mcl>her-ou, Millward, E. Joy Morris, S c h w a r ti 
Scraiiton, Verree — 17. 

Ohio. -As-hlt;*, Bingham, Blake, Carey, Corwin, Cox, 
Ed^ei ton. Gurley, He inicki Howard. Hutchins, Charlet 
D. Martin, Pendleton, Sherman, Stanton, ^ompkins, 
Tiinihie,- VaUandigham — 18. 

MicaiQw— Cooper, Francis W. Kellogg, DeWittO. 
Leach, Waldron—^. 

Indiana ->Case, Oolfnx, John G. Davis, Doon, 
English, Bohnany Kilgore HiblOck, Porter, Wilson-— 10. 

iLLiNdis. — Fouke, Wm. Kellogg, Logan, Lovejoy, Mo- 
Clemand, James C. Robinson, E. B. Washburne — ^7 

Wisconsin —Larrabee, Potter, C. C. Washburn — 8. 

Iowa. — Curtis,: Vandever — i. 

MiHNBSOTA.— Aldrich, Windomr-2. 
• California.— ^urcA, Scott— 2. 

Orbqon. — Stout— I. 

IMissoDRi. — James Craig— I4 Total, US. 

Ail from the Free States except James Craig, of 
Missouri. 

HATS. 

Pbnmstlv A VIA . — Montgomery — 1. 

D KLA WARE.— Whiteley — if 

Maryland.— H. Wintbr Davis, J. M. Harris, Hughes, 
WeytKu— 4. 

ViKOiNiA — ^oeoeib, De Jarnette, -Edmundsony Gar- 
nett, Jenkins, Leake, Elbert 8. Martin, WUsonj 
Pryor, WiUiam Smithr-iO. 

North Cakdlina.— Jf/HzncA^ GiutKKy Ru^n, William 
N. U. Smith, Vancb— 6. 
South CARousx.—Bonhamy Keith, MeQiteony MUee—% 

Georgia. — Gartrell, Hardeman, Hill, Jacksony JoneSy 
Love, Underwood — 7. 

' AhATiAMA.— Clapton, Cobb, Curryy llousiony Suyden- 
hOTn Moore, PufjhS. 

MisaifiaiFipi—Barksdaley Reuben Davis, Lamar, Me- 
Reay Singletonr—6. 

Loni8i ANA. — Landrum — 1 . 

Arkamsas. — Ifindmanr—l. 

Thxas. — Hamilton, Reagan— 2. 
■ Missouri. — ThotnasL. Anderson, Xoell, Woodson— 4i 

'H BUS KsstiR.- Avery, Ethbkidob, H^tton, Maynard, 
NfLSON, Stokbs, WrighJt—i. 

Kkntuckv.— Urkkn,. adam!«, William C. Ardbrbon, 
Bristiiw, 'Burnett, Mallury, Peyton, SimmiSy Steven- 
son- 8. Total, G5. 

All from Slave States except Montgomery, 
Dem., of Pennsylvania. 

This bill was sent to the Senate, where it was 
referred to the Committee on Public ]^nds,* 
and on the 17th of April, Mr. Johnson, of Ten« 
nessee, the Chairman of that Committee, re- 
ported a substitute for the House bill, granting 
Homesteads to actual settlers, at 25 cents per 
acre, but not including preeinptors then occn- 
pyinoj the Public Lands. When this bill came 
before the Senate for action, Mr. Wade, of 
Ohio, moved to amend, by substituting the 
House bill, which was lost, 26 to 81, as follows : 

TRAS^Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Darkee, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Uale, HamUn, King, Ricej iie> 
ward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten £yck, ToombSt Trambull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson— 26. 

Nays — Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown, 
Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Davis Fitch, Fitspatrick, 
Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, 
Johnson, of Arkansas, Johnson, of Tennessee, Lane, 
Latham, Mason, Nicholson. F<olk, Powell, Pugh, Sauls- 
bury, Sebastian, Slidell, Wigfall, and Yulee— 81. 

Yeas, all Republicans except three, Douglas, 
Rice, and Toombs. Nays,' all Democrats. 

The Senate finally, on the 10th May, passed 
Mr. Johnson's bill, 44 to 8, the Nays being 
Messrs. Bragg, Clingman, Hamlin, Hunter, 
Mason, Pearce, Powell and Toombe. The House 
refused to concur ; the Senate refused to recede, 
and the result was a protracted conference on 
the part of Committees of the two House.<«. 
which committees finally came to an agreement. 
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on the 19th June, by the House accepting the 
i^eaate bill with slight amendments. On that 
day Mr. Schuyler Colfax reported to the House 
kS follows: 

Mr. Colfax.— I rise to a question of privilege. I am in- 
structed by the Committee of Conference on Uie i^isagree- 
iu^ votes of the two Houses on the homestead bill, to 
report that,' after twelve meetings of the three different 
Conferences that have been appointed, they this morn- 
ing finally agreed. I hold in my hand the report of th^< 
Committee, which can be read if any gentleman desires 
it. But perhaps it would render the report clearer and 
more intelligible if I should briefly state its leading fea^ 
tures. The iSenate bill all the members of the House are 
familiar with. The Conferees upon the part of the House 
finding, after the most earnest effoits, that it would.be 
utterly impossible for them to idduce the Senate to agree 
to the House bill, have been discussing what changes 
could be made in the Senate bill, so as to render it accep- 
table Enough for the House to accept, rather than the 
whole should fail. '1 hey have finally agreed upon a report 
as follows : In the first place, I will say that the bill, as it 
passed the Senate, provided that the preemptors now 
upon the public lands might remain there two years be- 
fore they should be required to purchase their lands, but 
should then pay for them at the rate of $1 25 per acre, 
thus removing them entirely from within the' purview of 
the benefits which would apply to the settlers hereafter 
upon the public lands. This point the House Conferees 
refused to accede to, and if persisted in, we should have 
again reported a disagreement. Finally, however, a 
compromise was arranged on Hhis point, and to protect 
the preemptors now on the Government land, which was 
to be advertised this fall for sale, we changed the Senate 
bill so as to protect them for at least two years from land 
sales, and to allow them then to secure their homes at 
one hcU^ihe Government price, namely sixty-two and 
a-half cents per acre. 1 need scarcely add, that, if the 
Senate could have been induced to give them the benefit 
of their twenty-five-cent-per-acre provision, we ghould 
have insisted on it inflexibly ; but what I have stated is 
the very lowest point that could be obtained. The second 
change we have made in the Senate bill is in relation to 
the scope of laiid coming under the operations of the 
law. The House bill embraced all theGoveinment land, 
offered or unolfered, except such as was specially re- 
served. The Senate bill confined its provisions to land 
subject to private entry, exclusively. As I have explain- 
ed on a former occasion, the expression " subject to pri- 
vate entry" means such as are left after the lapds have 
been once regularly brought into market, exposed to 
public sale, and the speculators have taken such as they 
see fit to purchase. The difference between these two 
"bills seemed so radical as to. be incapable of adjustment ; 
and the scope of farming land covered by the Senate bill 
was so limited, there being but little, if any, in Minnesota, 
Kansas, Nebraska, CaLfornia, Oregon, and Washington, 
that the House conferees dec^ned to accept it. liut on 
this, too, we finally effected a compromise. By our re- 
port, all the land subject to private entry Is included, 
and, in addition, all the odd-numbered sections of the 
surveyed public lands, which have not been opened to 
public sale— a most material and beneficent enlargement 
of the Senate b.ll. We were offered, after this agreement, 
whichever half of ttie unoffered lands We chose, and we 
took the odd-numbered sections. The reason for this 
was, that the 16th section of a township, being reserved 
for school purposes by our land laws, the four adjoining 
sections to it, on the north, west, east, andsouth, are sec- 
tions 9, 16, 17, and 21, all odd-numbered Sections, which 
are thus saved for homestead settlers, who have reserved 
lor them 18 out of the 85 disposable sections in each town- 
ship of six miles square. 

On all these lauds, actual settlers, who are heads of 
families, are allowed, after having occupied the land for 
^ve yeai-8, to purchase at 25 cents per acre, which is 
about the average cost price of the public lauds to the 
Government. We struggled, of course, to include all 
young men over 21 who are not heads of families, and«to 
adopt the Free Homestead principle of the House bill ; 
but on these points the Senate was inflexible, and we 
took what we did because it was the very best we could 
get. The Senate bill originally provided that the Home- 
stead settler might acquire title to his land at any time 
by paying full Government prices ; but desiring to pro- 
mote a<itual settlement, we now provide that he cannot 
do this till after he has been on the land six months. 
When he stays, or his family if he deceases, the full five 
years he obtains it at 25 cents per acre. The Senate 
have also agreed to strike out the eightli section of their 
Vill, which made it imperative upon the F: fs-ident to ex- 



pose all public lands to sale within two years after they 
shall have been surveyed, which we held would be 
peculiarly oppressive upon the ptoneerawho had gone 
to the frontier to lettle upon the public lands, and to 
which we could never have consen ed. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I desire to state, in conclusion, that the com- 
promise we have made upon the subject is not in accord- 
ance with what I should desire to have passed, if I had 
the power to frame the bill myself f but it is the very ut- 
most we could obtain from the Senate, as now consti- 
tuted. The Senators who served with us on the Confe- 
rence have been notified by me, and also by my colleague 
(Mr. Windom, of Minnesota,) that we regard this as but 
a single £tep in advance toward a law which w^e shall de- 
mand from the American Congress, enacting a compre- 
hensive and liberal Homestead policy. This we have 
agreed to as merely an avant courrier. We shall de- 
mand it at the next session of Congress, and pntil it is 
granted ; until all the public lands shall be open to all 
the people of the United States ; and I state this publicly, 
that no one shall regard us as estopped hereafter, be- 
cause we acQepted this half-way measure rather than to 
allow the whole to fail. I should have added that all 
persons, whether citizens or those who have only declared 
their intentions, are allowed to go on the lands under 
this bill ; but are required to perfect their naturalization 
before the five years expire, and the patent issues. I now 
demand the previous question on concurring on the re- 
port of the Committee, and passing the bill as thus 
amended. 

Mr. Farnsworth.^1 desire to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana whether this bill confines its benefits to those 
who are heads of families. 

Mr. Colfax. — It does, because we failed, despite oar 
utmost efforts, in procuring its extepsion to all ; but we 
shall appeal to the young men to demand of those who 
make and who execute the laws, that the system in- 
augurated by this bill, shall be widened so as to admit 
them to its benefits, and I will join them in this demand. 

Mr. Grow. — I just desire to say that we have taken thie 
bill, not because it is what we want, but on the principle 
that ** half a loaf is better than no bread." 

The House agreed to the Report of the Coiu- 

mittee, 116 to 61, as follows: 

• Teas. — Messrs. C. P. Adams^ Allen, Alley, Aldrich, Aslj- 
ley. Babbitt, Barr, Beale, Bmgham, Francis P. Blair, 
Samuel S. Blair, Blake, Bray ton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burcli, 
Burlingame, Burnham, Butt§rfield, Campbell, Carey, Car- 
ter, Case, H. F. Clark, Cobb, Colfax, Convin, Covode, Cox, 
Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edger- 
ton, Edwards, Elliot, Ely, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank, 
Prenohj Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Has- 
kin, Helmick, Hoard, Wm. Howard, Humphrey, Uutchins, 
Junkin. F. W. Kellogg, Win. Kellogg, Kenyon, KilUnger, 
De Witt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Maclay, . 
Marston, McKean, Mc Knight, MePherson, Millward, 
Moorhead, Momll, E. Joy Morris, I. N. Morris, Morse, 
Niblack, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, 
Phelps, Porter, Potter, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, 
Royce, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, 
Stanton, William Stewart, Stout, Tappan, Taylor, Thayer, 
Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, 
V^rree, Wade, Walton, C. C. Washburn, E. B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wells, Windom, and Woodruff— 116. 

Nats— Messi-s. Green Adams, William C. Anderson, 
Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, Bonham, Boyce, 
Brabson, Branch, Burnett, Clopton, Burton Craige, Craw- 
fond, Curry, De Jarnette, Gilmer, Hardeman, J. Morri- 
son Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, Houston, Jenkins, 
Jones, Keitt, Landrum, James M. Beach, Leake, Love, 
Mallory, Maynard,. McQueen, Miles, Millson, Sydenham 
Moore, Nelson, Peyton, Quarles, Reagan, Ruffin, Wil- 
liam Smith, William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Stokes, 
Thomas, Underwood, Vance, Webster, Winslow, Wood- 
son, and Wright— 51. 

The nays are all from the Slave States. 

The Senate agreed to the report of the Con- 
ference Committee, 36 to 2 — Messrs. Bragg and 
Pearce. 

The following is, the bill as it *was finally 
reported by the Conference Committee and 
passed both Houses : 

AK ACT to »60ure JSomesteada to actual 9etUer» on 

the FubUo jDomain^ and for other purposes. 
. Be it enacted by the Senate and Houne o/ R^pretmr 
tivea of the United States of America ^n (hngre» 
asaemOledf That any person who is the head'of a family, 



THE HOMESTEAD BILL— THE VETO. 



191 



■nd a citlien of the United States, shall, from and after 
the paiseage uf thia act, be entitled to enter one quarter- 
section of vacant and unappropriated public lands, ur 
any less quantity, to be located in a body, in conformity 
with the legal subdivisions «f the public lands, after the 
«&ine shall have been surveyed, upon the following con- 
ditions : that the person iipplying for the benefit of tliis 
act shall, upon appiicaiion to the register of the land-office 
in which lie or slie is about to make such entry, make 
affidavit before the said register or receiver of satd land- 
office that ite or she is the head of a family, and is actually 
settled on the quarter-section, or ottier subdivision not 
exceeding a quarter-section, proposed to be entered, and 
that, sach application is uiade for his or her use and 
b;.'nefit, or for tiie use and benefit of those specially 
mentioned in this section, and not either directly or 
indirectly for the nse or beneft., of any other person or 
persons whomsoever, and that he or slie has never at any 
previous time, hwd the benefit of this act; apd upon 
making the affidavit as above required, and filing the 
same with the register, he or she shall thereupon be per* 
uiitt«d to enter the quantity of land already speeifleti : 
If'ovided, however ^ Tlmt no final certificate shall be 
given, or patent issued tlierefor, until the expiration of 
Eve years from tiie date of sunh entry ; and if, at the ex- 
piration of such time, the person making such entry, or, 
if he be dead, his widow, or, in case of her death, his 
child or children, or in case of a widow making such 
entry, her child or children, in case of her death, shall 
prove, by two credible witnesses, that he, she, or they — 
that is to say, some member or members of the same 
familj — ^has or have erected a dwelling-house upon said 
land, and continued to reside upon and cultivate the 
same for the term of five years, and still reside upon the 
same (and that neltlier the said land or any part thereof 
has been aiienated) ; then, in such case, he, she, or they, 
upon the payment of 25 cents per acre for the quantity 
entered, shall be entitled to a patent, as in other cases 
provided by law: And provided further ^ In case of the 
death of both father and mother, leaving a minor child or 
cliildren, the right and the fee siiall inure to the benefit 
'if said minor child or children, and the guardian shall be 
authorised to perfect the entry for the beneficiaries, as if 
riiere had been a continued residence of the settler for 
five years. Provided, That noUiiog in this section shall 
l>e so construed, as to embrace or in any way include any 
quarter-section or fractional quarter-section of land upon 
waich any preBmption right has been acquired prior to the 
p<i:i9»ge of this act. Aiut provided further ^ That all en- 
tries made under the provisions of this section, upon lands 
lo/iieh have not been offered for public ecUe^ shall be con- 
j/li^M to Ufbd upon sections designated by odd n/umbers. 
§ 2. And be it further enacted, That the register of the 
Liaud Office shall note all such applications on the tract 
Uooks and plats of his office, and keep a register of all 
such entries, and make return thereof to the General 
Land Office, together with the proof upon which they 
have been founded. 

$ 8. And be itftirther enact-ed. That no land acqtdred 
under the provisions of this act shall in any event, be- 
come liable to the satisfaction of any debt or debts until 
after the issuing of the patent therefor. 

§ 4. And be it further onaeted. That if, at any time 
after filing the affidavit, as required in the first section 
of this act, and before the expiration of the five years 
aforesaid, it shall be proved, after due notice to the set* 
Uer, to the satisfaction of tlie register of the Land Office, 
that tlie person having filed such affidavit shall have 
sworn falsely in any particular, or shall have voluntarily 
abandoned the possession and cultivation of the said 
land for more than six months at any time, or sold his 
right under the entry, then, and in either of tbo^e 
events, the register shall cancel the entry, and the land so 
entered shall revert to the Government, and be disposed 
of as other publ.c lands are now by law, subject to an 
appeal to the Secre ary of the Interior. And in no case 
shall any land, the entry whereof shall have been can- 
celled, again be subject to occupation, or entry, or pur- 
chase, until the same shall have been reported to the 
General Land Ofliue, and, by the direction of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, again advertised and offered 
at public sale. 

§ 5. And be it further enacted^ That if any person, 
now or hereafter, a resident of any one of the States or 
Territories, and not a citizen of the United States, but 
who at the time of making such application for the bene- 
fit of this act, shall Jiaoe filed a declaration of inten- 
tio»t as reqviired by the naturalisation laws of the 
United States, and shall have become a citizen of the 
same before the issuing of the patent as provided for in 
this act, such person shall be entitled to all the rights 
conferred by this act. 
$ 6. And l>4 it further enacted ^ That no \adividaal 



shall be permitted to enter more than one quarter-sec- 
tion or fractional quarter-section, and that in a compact 
body ; but entries may be made at different times, under 
the provisions of this act ; and that the Secretary of thd 
Interior is hereby required to prepare and issue, from 
time to time, such rules and regulations, consistent with 
this act, as shall be necessary and proper to carry its 
provisions into effect; and that the registers and re- 
ceivers of the several land offices shall be entitled to 
receive, upon the fiUng of the fii-st affidavit, the sum of 
60 cents each and a Uke sum upon the issuing of the 
final certificate. But this shall not be construed to en- 
large the maxiiuum of compensation now prescribed by 
law for any register or receiver ; Provided^ That no- 
thing in this act shall be so construed as to impair the 
existing preemption, donation, or graduation laws, or to 
embrace lands which have been reserved to be sold or 
entered at the price of $2 50 per acre ; but no entry, 
under said gt'oduaUon act, shall be allowed until 
after proof of actual settlement and cultivation or oc- 
cupancy for at lecuU three nunUhs^ as provided fur in 
Sec. 8 of the said act. 

§ 7. And be it further enacted, That each actual set* 
tier upon lands of the United States, which have not been 
offered at public sale, upon filing his declaration or claim, 
as now required by law, shall be entitled to two yean 
from the commencement of his occupation or settlement ; 
or, if the lands have not been surveyed, two years from 
the receipt of the approved plat of such lands at the Dis- 
trict Land Office, within which to complete the proofs of 
his said claim, and to enter and pay for the land so 
claimed, at minimum price of snch lands ; and where such 
settlements have already been made in good faith, the 
claimant shall be entitled to the said period of two years 
from and after the date of this act ; Provided, That no 
claim of preemption shall be allowed for more than IGO 
acres, or one-quarter section of land, nor shall any such 
claim be admitted under the provisions of this act, unlees 
there shall have been at least three months of actual and 
continuous residence upon and cultivation of the land so 
claimed from the date of settlement, and proof thereof 
made according to law ; Provided fv/rVUr^ That any 
claimant under the preemption laws may take less than 
160 acres by legal subdivisions ; Provided further. That 
all persons who are preemptors^ on the date of this act, 
shall, upon the payment to the proper auih/yrity of 6jH 
cents per acre, if paid within two years from the pats- 
sage of this act, be entitled to a patent from the Govern- 
ment, as now provided by the existing preemption laws. 

§ 8. And be it further enacted. That the 5th section 
of the act entitled '* An act in audition to an act more 
effectually to provide for the punishment of certain crimes 
against the United States, and for other purposes," ap- 
proved the 8d of March, in the year 1857, shall extend to 
all oaths, affirmations, and affidavits required or author- 
ized by this act. 

% 9. And be it farmer enacted. That notliing in this 
act shall be so construed as to prevent any person who 
has availed him or herself of the benefit of the first section 
of this act ftom paying the minimum .price, or the price 
to which the same may have graduated, for the quantity 
of land so entered at any time after an actual settlement 
of six months, and before the expiration of the five yean, 
and obtaining a patent therefor from the Government, as 
in other cases provided by law. 

§ 10. And be it further enacted. That all lands lying 
within the limits of a State which have been subject to 
sale at private entry, and which remain unsold after the 
lapse of thirty years, shall be, and the same are hereby, 
ceded to the State in which the same may be situated ; 
Provided, These cessions shall in no way invalidate any 
inceptive preemption right or location, or any entry under 
this act, nor any sale or sales which may be made by the 
United States before the lands hereby ceded shall be cer- 
tified to the State, as they are hereby required to be, under 
such regulations as nuty be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Interior. And provided further. That no cessions 
shall take effect until after the States, by legislative act, 
shall have assented to the same. ' 

On the 23d, the President returned the bill to 
the Senate with his veto, as follows : 

THE HOMESTEAD BILL. 

TETO ItESSAG.*: OF 7HK PRESIDENT. 

To the Senate cfihe United States. 

I return, with my objections, to the Senate, In wnich 
it originated, the bill entitled '* An act to secure Home- 
steads to actual settlen on the public domain and for 
other purposes," presented to me on the 20th instant. 
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Tliis bill gives to every citizen of the UDited States, 
** who is the head of a family," and to every person of 
foreign birth residing in the country, who has declared 
his intention to become a citizen, though he may not be 
the head of a family, the privilege of appropriating to 
himself one hundred and sixty acres of Government 
land, of settling and residing upon it for five years ; and 
should his residence continue until the end of this period, 
he shall then receive a patent on the payment of twenty- 
five cents per acre, or one-fifth of the present Govern- 
ment price. During this period, the land is protected 
from all the debts of the settler. 

This bill also contains a cession to the States of all the 
public lands within their respective limits *' which have 
been subject to sale at private' entry, and which remain 
unsold after the lapse of thirty years." This provision 
embraces a present donation to the States of twelve mil- 
Uons two hundred and twenty- nine thousand seven hun- 
dred and thirty-one acres, and will, from time to time, 
transfer to them large bodies of such lands which, from 
peculiar circumstances, may not be absorbed by private 
{purchase and settlement. 

To the actual settler, this bill does not make an abso- 
lute donation ; but the price is so small that it can 
scarcely be called a sale. It is nominally twenty -five 
cents per acre ; but considering this is not to be paid un- 
til the end of five years, it is, in fact, reduced to about 
dghteen cents per acre, or one-seventh of the present 
minimum price of the public lands. In regard to the 
States, it is an absolute and unqualified gift. 

I. This state of the facts raises the question whether 
Congress, under the Constitution, has the power to give 
away the public lands, either to States or individuals. 
On this question, I expressed a decided opinion in my 
message to the House of Representatives, of the 24th 
February, 1859, returning the agricultural college bill. 
This opGiion remains unchanged. The argument then 
used applies, as a constitutional objection, with the 
greater force to the present bilL There it had the plea 
of consideration, growing out of a specific beneficial pur- 
pose ; here, it is an absolute gratuity to the State without 
tlie pretext of consideration. I am compelled, for want 
of time, in these last hours of the session, to quote 
largely from this message 

I presume the general proposition will be admitted, 
that Congress does not possess the power to make do- 
nations of money, already in the Treasury, raised by 
taxes on the people, either to States or individuals. 

But it is contended that the public lands are placed 
upon a difl'erent footing from money raised by taxation, 
and that the proceeds arising from their s.-ile are not 
subject to the limitations of the Constitution, but may 
be appropriated or given away by Congress, at its own 
discretion, to States, corporations, or individuals, for 
any purpose they may deem expedient. 

The advocates of this bill attempt to sustain their po- 
sition upon the language of the second clause of the 
third section of the fourth article of the Constitution, 
which declares that " the Congress shall have power to 
dispose of, and make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory or other property belonging to 
the United States." They contend that, by a fair inter- 
pretation of the words ** dispose of" in this clause. 
Congress possesses the power to make this gift of pub- 
lic lands to the States for purposes of education. 

It would require clear and strong evidence to induce 
the belief that the ftramera of the Constitution, after 
having limited the powers of Congress to certain, pre- 
cise, and specific objects, intended, by employing the 
words " dispose of," to give that body unlimited power 
over the vast public domain. It would be a strange 
anomaly indeed, to have created two funds, the one by 
taxation, confined to the execution of the enumerated 
powers delegated to Congress, and the other from 
the public lauds, applicable to all subjects, foreign and 
domestic, which Congress might designate. That this 
fund should be " disposed of," not to pay the debts of 
the United States, nor '* to raise and support armies," 
nor '^ to provide and maintain a navy," nor to accom- 
plish any one of the other great objects enumerated in 
the Constitution, but be diverted from them to pay the 
debts of the States, to educate their people, and to 
carry Into effect any other measure of their domestic 
policy — this would be to confer upon Congress a vast 
and irresponsible authority, utterly at war with the 
well-known jealousy of the Federal power which pre- 
vailed at the formation of the Constitution. The na- 
tural Intendment would be that, as the Constitution 
confined Congress to well-defined specific poweis, the 
funds placed at their command, whether In land or 
money, should be appropriated to the performance of 
the duties corresponding with these powers. If not, a 
Government har been created, with all its other poweis 



careftally limited, but without any limitation in respect 
to tlie public lands. 

But I cannot so read the words " disposed of " as to 
make them embrace the idea of "giving away." The 
true meaning of words is alwavs to be ascertained by tlie 
subject to which they are applied, and the known generol 
intent of the lawgiver. Congress is trustee under tlie 
Constitution for the people of the United States to " dis- 
pose of " their public lands, and I think I may venture to 
assert with confidence that no case can be found in which 
a trustee in the position of Congress has been 'authorised 
to " dispoas of" property by its owner, where it has ever 
been held that these words authorized such trustee to give 
away the fund intrusted to his care. No trustee, whep 
called upon to account for the disposition of the property 
placed under his management before any judicial tribu- 
nal, would venture to present such a plea in his defense. 
The true meaning of these words Is clearly stated by 
Chief Justice Taney in delivering the opinion of the Court 
(19 Howard, p. 486). He says, in reference to this clause 
of the Constitution, " It begins its enumeration of powers 
by that of disposing ; in other words, making sale of the 
lands, or raising money from them, which, as we have al- 
ready said, was the main object of the cession (from the 
States), and which is the first thing provided for in the 
article." It is unnecessary to refer to the history of the 
times to establish the known fact that this statement of 
the Chief Justice is perfectly well founded. That it never 
was intended by the framers of the Constitution that these 
lands should be given away by Congress is manifest from 
the concluding portion of the same clause. By it. Con- 
gress has power not only "to dispose of" the territory, 
but of the " other property of the United States." In the 
language of the Chief Justice (p. 487), " And the same 
power of making needful rules respecting the territory is 
in precisely the same language applied to the other pro- 
perty of the United States, associating the power over the 
territory, in this respect, with the power over movable or 
personal property — that is, the ships, arms, or munition? 
of war, which then belonged La common to the State sove- 
reignties." 

The question is still clearer in regard to the public lands 
in the States and Territories within the Louiaana and 
Florida purchases. These lands were paid for out of the 
public Treasury from money raised b^ taxation. Now, if 
Congress had no power to appropriate the money with 
which these lands were purchased, is it not clear that the 
power over the lands 1% equally limited ? The mere con- 
version of this money hito land could not confer upon 
Congress new power over the disposition of land which 
they had not possessed over money. If it could, then a 
trustee, by changing the character of the fund intrusted 
to his care for special objects from money into land, might 
give the land away, or devote it to any purpose he thought 
proper, however foreign from the trust. The inference is 
irresistible that this land partakes of the very same cha- 
racter with the money paid for it, and can be devoted to 
no objects different from those to which the money could 
have been devoted. If this were not the case, then, by 
the purchase of a new Territory from a foreign govern- 
ment out of the public Treasury, Congress could enlarge 
their own powers, and appropriate the proceeda of tiie 
sales of the land thus purchased, at their own discretion, 
to other and far different objects from what they could 
have applied the purchase money which had been raised 
by taxation. 

II. It will prove unequal and unjust in ite operation 
among the actual settlers themselves. 

The first settlers of a new country are a most merito 
rious class. They brave the dangers of savage warfare, 
suffer the privations of a frontier life', and, with the hand 
of toil, bring the wilderness into cultivation. The ** old 
settlers," as they are everywhere called, are public bene- 
factors. This clii»B have all paid for their lands, the 
government price, or $1 25 per acre. They have con- 
structed roads, established schools, and laid the founda- 
tion of prosperous Commonwealths. Is it just, 1? it 
equal, that, after they have accomplished all this by their 
labor, new settlers should come in among them and re- 
ceive their fitrms at tlie price of twenty-five or eighteen 
cents per acre ? Surely the old settlers, as a class, are 
entitled to at least equal benefits with the new. If you 
give the new settlers their lands for a comparatively 
nominal price, upon every principle of equality and 
justice, you will be oblige*! to refund out of the common 
Treasury the difference which the old have paid above 
the new settlers for tlieir land. 

III. This bill will do great injustice to the old soldiers 
who have received land warrants for their services in 
fighting the battles of their country. It will greatly 
reduce the market value of these warrants. Already 
their VHlue has Hunk, lor one hundred and tixiy acre 
warrants, to sixty-seven centd per a< re, under an appre- 
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bension that luch a measure as this might become a law. 
What price would they command, when any head of a 
family may take possession of a quarter section of land, 
and not pay for it until the end of five years, and then 
at the rate of only iwenty-flve cents per acre? Tlie 
magnitude of the interest to be affected will appear in the 
fact that there are outstanding unsatisfied land warrants 
reaciiing bHck to the last war with great Britain, and 
evcu Kevolutionary times, amounting in round numbers, 
to seven and a halt' millions acres. 

IV. Thi^i bill will prove unequal and ui^ust in its opera- 
tion, because, from its nature, it is confined to one class 
of our people. It is a boon expressly conferred upon the 
cultivators of the solL White it is cheerAilly admitted 
that these are the most numerous and ustful class of our 
fellow- citisens, and eminently deserve ail the advantages 
which our laws have already extended to them, yet there 
should be no new legislation which would operate to the 
injury or embarrasMuent of the large body of respectable 
artisans and laborers. The mechanic who emigrates to 
the West, and pursued his calling, must labor long before 
he can pui chase a quarter-stction of land; while the 
tiller of the soil who accompanies him obtains a farm at 
once by the bounty of the Government. The numerous 
body of mechanics in our large cities cannot, even by 
emigrating to the West, take advantage of the provisions 
of this bill without entering upon a new occupation, for 
which their habits of life have rendered them unfit. 

V. This bill ia unjust to the x)ld States of the Union In 
many respects; and among these States, so far as the 
pubUc lands are concerned, we may entmaerate every 
State east of the Mississippi, with the exception of Wis- 
oonsin and a portion of Mimieaota. 

It is a common belief, within their limits, that the older 
States of the Confederacy do not dtrive their propor- 
tionate benefit from the public lands. This is not a just 
opinion. It is doubtful whether they could be. rendered 
more beneficial to these States under any other system 
than that which at present exists. Their proceeds go into 
the common Treasury to accomplish the objects of the 
Government, and in this manner all the States are bene- 
fited in just proportion. But to give this common inherit- 
ance away would deprive the old States of their just 
proportion of this revenue, without holding out any, the 
least, corresponding advantage. While it is our common 
glory that the new states have become so prosperous and 
populous, there is no good reason why the old States 
should offer premiums to their own citizens to emigrate 
firom them to the West. That land of promise presents in 
itself sufficient allurements to our young and enterprising 
citizens, without any adventitious aid. The offer of free 
farms would probably have a powerful effect In encourag- 
ing emigration, especially flrom States like Illinois. Ten- 
nessee, and Kentucky, to the west of the Mississippi, and 
could not fail to reduce the price of property within their 
limits. An individual in States thus situated would not 
pay its fair value for land when, by crossing the Mississip- 
pi, he could go upon the public lands, and obtain a farm 
almost wlUiout money and without price. 

VI. This bill will open one vast field for speculation. 
Men will not pay $1 25 for lands, when they can pur- 
chase them for one-fifth of that price. Large nmnbers of 
actual settlers will be carried out by capitalists upon 
agreements to give them half of the land for the improve- 
ment of the other half. This cannot be avoided. Secret 
agreements of this kind will be numerous. In the entry 
of graduated lands, the experience of the Land Office 
Justifies this objection. 

VII. We ought ever to maintain the most perfect 
eq^aIity between native and naturalized citisens. They 
are equal, and ought always to remain equal, before the 
laws. Our laws welcome foreigners to our shores, and 
their rights will ever be respected. While these are the 
sentiments on which I have acted through life, it is not, 
in my opinion, expedient to proclaim to all the nations of 
the earth that whoever shall arrive in this country from 
a foreign shore, and declare his intention to become a 
citizen, shall receive a farm of 160 acres, at a cost of 25 
or 20 cents per acre, if be will only reside on it and culti- 
vate it The invitation extends to all ; and if this bill 
becomes a law, we may have numerous actual settlers 
from China, and other Eastern nations, enjoying its bene- 
fits on the great Pacific slope. The bill makes a distinc- 
tion in favor of such persons over native and na^uralised 
citizens. When appl.ed to such citizens, it is confined to 
such as are the heads of families ; but when applicable.to 
persond of foreign b.rth recently arrived ou our shores, 
tliere is no such restriction. Such persons need not be 
Uie heads of families, provided they have filed a declara- 
tion of intention to become citiaena. Perhaps this cUa- 



tinetion was an inadvertence ; but, it is, nevertheless, a 
part of the bill. 

YIIL The bill creates an unjust distinction betweea 
persons claiming the benefit of the preemption laws. 
While it reduces the price of the land to existing pre^mp* 
tors to 62i cents per acre, and gives them a credit on this 
sum for two years from uie present date, no matter how 
long they may have hitherto enjoyed the land, future 
preemptors will be compelled to pay double this price 
per acre. There is no reason or justice in this discrimi- 
nation. 

IX. The effect of this bill on t^ie public revenue must 
be apparent to all. bhould it become a law, the reduc- 
tion of the price of laikls to actual settlers to 25 cents 
per acre with a credit of five years, and'the reduction of 
its price to existing preemptors to 62} cents per acre, 
with a credit of two years will so diminish the sale of 
other public lands as to render the expectation of future 
revenue from that source beyond the expenses of survey 
and management illusory. The Secretary of the Interior 
estimated the revenue f^om the public lands for the next 
fiscal year at |4,000,000 on -the presumption that f h« 
present land system would remain unchanged. Should 
this bill become a law, he does not believe that |1,000,< 00 
will be derived from this source. 

This bill lays the ax at the root of our present admirabh* 
land system. The public land is an inheritance of vaRi 
value to us and to otur descendants. It is a resource to 
which we can resort in the hour of difficulty and danger. 
It has been managed heretofore with the greatest wisdom, 
under existing laws. In this management, the rights ol 
actual settlers have been conciliated with the interests 
of the Government. The price to all has been reduced 
from $2 per acre to $1 25 for A-esh lands, and the claims 
of actual settlers have been secured by our preemption 
laws. Any man can now acquire a title in fee-simple to 
a homestead of 80 acres, at the minimum price of $1 2S 
per acre for $100. Should the present system remain, 
we shall derive a revenue from the public lands ot 
$10,000,000 per annum, when the bounty land warrants 
are satisfied, without oppression t« any human being. 
In the time of war, wheu all other sources of revenue are 
seriously impaired, this will remain intact. It may be- 
come the best security for public loans hereafter, in 
times of difficulty and danger, as it has been heretofore. 
Why should we impair or destroy this system at the pre- 
sent moment ? What necensity exists for it ? 

The people of the United States have advanced with 
steady but rapid strides to their present condition uf 
power and prosperity. They have been guided in thetr 
progress by the fixed principle of protecting the equal 
rights of all, whether they be rich or poor. No agrarian 
sentiment has ever prevailed among them. The honest 
poor man, by frugality and industry can, in any part of 
our country, acquire a competence for himself and his 
family, and in doing this he feels that he eats the bread 
of independence. Ue desires no charity, either from Uie 
government or from his neighbors. This bill,which proposes 
to give him land at an almost nominal price, out of the 
property of the government, will go far to demoralize 
the people, and repress this noble spirit of independence. 
It may introduce among us those pernicious social 
theories which have proved so disastrous in other coun- 
tries. Jaubs Buchanan. 

Wasbinqton, J^m6 22, 1860. 

In the Senate the question, Shall this bill 
pass notwithstanding the objections of the Pre- 
si.dent ? was put and lost, as follows : 

Tbas — Messrs. Anthony, Brown^ Chandler, Clark, 
Doollttle, Durkee, Fessenden, J^Uoh, Foot, Foster, (r'toift. 
Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Xana, Za/Aam, Mo/ioh&n^ 
PoUCy Pughy Bice^ Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trum- 
bull, Wade, WUkinson, and Wilson. 

Republicans in Roman, 19; Democrats in 
Italics, 9. Total, 28. 

Nats— Messrs. Bragg, Chesnut, CBimMDcv, Davis, 
Fitzpatrick, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson 
(Tenn.), Johnson (Ark.), Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Powell, 
Sebastian, Wigfall, Yalee— 18. 

All from the South, and all Democrats, ex- 
cept Mr. Crittenden (Am.), of Kentucky. 
Several Senators were paired, whieh accouut9 
for the light vote. So the bill failed, not hav- 
ing received the requisite two-thirds vote neced« 
b rj to pass it over the Executive Veto. 



tlM 



A POLITIOAL TKXT-BOOK FOR 18«0. 



DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM, 

ADOPTED BY THE UNITED STATES SENATE. 



On the first of March, 1860, Mr. DaTis, of 
Mississippi, submitted to the Senato the follow- 
ing Kesolutious : 

1. Il660leed. that in the adoption of the Federal Con-- 
BtUution, the States adopting the same acted sererally 
as free and independent sovereignties, delegating a por- 
tion of their powers to be exercised by the Federal Goy- 
emment for the increased security of each against 
dangers, domestic as well as foreign ; and that any in- 
termeddling by any one or more States, or by a combi- 
nation of their citizens, with the domestic institutions of 
the others, on any pretext whatever, political, moral, 
or religious, with a view to their disturbance or subver- 
sion, ia in violation of the Constitution, insntting to the 
States so interfered with, endangers their domestic peace 
and tranquillity— objects for which the Constitution was 
formed— and by necessary consequence, tends to weaken 
and destroy the Union itself. 

2. Jieaolved, That negro Slaveiy, as It exists in fifteen 
States of this Union, composes an important portion of 
their domestic institutions, inherited trom their ances- 
tors, and exi^iting at the adoption of the Constitution, by 
which it is recognized as constituting an important ele- 
ment in the apportionment of powers among the States ; 
and that no change of opinion or feeling on the part of 
the non-iHaveholding States of the Union, in relation to 
this Institution, can justify them, or their citizens, in 
open or covert attacks thereon,with a view to its over- 
ihrow ; and that all such attacks are in manifest viola- 
tion of the mufeual and solemn pledge to protect and de- 
fend each other, given by the States respectively on en- 
tering into the constitutional compact which formed the 
Union, and are a manifest breach of faith, and a viola- 
tion of the most solemn obligations. 

8. BMol/oedy That the Union of these States rests on 
the equality of rights and privileges among its mem- 
bers ; and that it is especially the duty of the Senate, 
which represents the States in their sovereign capacity, 
to resist all attempts to discriminate either in relation 
to persons or property in the Territories, which are the 
common possessions of the United States, t>o as to give 
advantages to the citizens of one State which are not 
equally assured to those of every other State. 

4. lieaolvedy That neither Congress nor a Territorial 
legislature, whether by direct legislation or legislation 
of an indirect and unfriendly character, possess power 
to annul or impair the constitutional right of any citizen 
of the United States to take his slave property into the 
common Territories, and there hold and enjoy the same 
while the Territorial condition remains. 

0. Jlesolved, That if experience should at any time 
prove that the judicial and executive authority do not 
possess means to insure adequate protection to consti- 
tutional lights in a Territory, and if the Territorial 6^ov- 
ernment should fail or refuse to provide the necessary 
remedies for that purpose, it will be the duty of Congress 
to supply such deficiency. 

6. liMokfed^ That the inhabitants of a Territory of 
the United States, when they rightfully form a con* 
stitution to be admitted as a State into the Union, may 
then, for the first time, like the people of a State when 
forming a new Constitution, dedde for themselves 
whether Slavery, as a domestic institution, shall be 

. maintained or prohibited within their jurisdiction ; and 
" they shall be received into the Union with or without 
Slavery, as their Constitution may prescribe at the time 
of their admission." 

7. JResolvedf That the provision of the Constitu- 
tion for the rendition of fugitives from service or labor, 
without the adoption of which the Union could not have 
been formed, and that the laws of 1T98 and 1860, which 
were enacted to secure its execution, and the main fea»> 
tures of which, being rimilar, bear the impress of nearly 
seventy years of sanction by the highest judicial author- 
ity, should be honestly and faithfully observed and 
maintained by all who ei^oy the benefits of our com- 
pact of Union ; and that all acts of individuals or of 
Btjite Legislatures to defeat the purpose or nullity the 
vequiremenM 9f that provision, and the laws made in 



pursuanee of it^ are hostile In character, subretsire of 
the Constitution, and revolutionary in their effect. 

On the 8th May following, Mr. Clingmaii, of 
North Carolina, addressed the Senate at length 
on these resolutions, maintaining the position 
that the Constitution does guarantee the right 
of holding slaves in the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States, but that the enforcing of tliat right, 
by Congressional action, was inexpedient) and 
would be of no practical yalue to the Slave 
States ; also, that the South waived that right 
in agreeing to the Compromises of 1850 and the 
Kansas-Nebraska Act (repeal of the Missouri 
Compromise) of 3854. Mr. 0. also reviewed 
ihe proceedings of the National Convention at 
Charleston, and concluded as follows : 

Entertaining these views, I have been disposed to ab- 
stain as much as possible from the discussion of these 
questions, and I really hope that we shall not press them. 
I think no advantage can grow out of it. I greatly fear 
that I have occupied more of the valuable time of tiie 
Senate than I intended. I felt, however, that from me, in 
my position, some explanation was necessary. I think 
that the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber have 
given us a platform already. We shall have to fight 
them ; we had better make up our minds to go into the 
contest, and meet them on the great issue they tender ue. 
In ten days, yre shall probably have their declaration of 
war firom Chicago, and the clash of arms will commence 
very soon. It is time for us to close our ranks. I am 
ready to fight under any flag and any standard-bearer 
that may be given us. I can adopt any of those platforms 
that were presented at Charleston. I leave all that to 
our political friends assembled in convention. I know 
that they will present a platform, and present a man less 
objectionable to me than the candidate on the other side. 
I regard them as the deadly political enemies of my sec- 
tion; as the enemies of the Constitution of the United 
States. I want to embark In the contest and fight them 
with closed and serried ranks on our side. I have spoken 
only in behalf of the Democratic party, of the Constitu- 
tion, and the country. 

MR. BENJAUIN ON POPULAB SOVSREiaNTT. 

Senator Benjamin, of Louisiana, followed : 

Mr. Bet^jamin. — Mr. President, I had no intention of 
joining in this debate, or of uttering one word on the re* 
solutions now before tlie Senate ; but, sir, I have listened 
with intense surprise to what has fallen from the Senator 
from North Carolina this morning, and I cannot remain 
quiescent and by silence appear to give consent to what 
he has said in relation to the action of certain Southern 
delegates in the recent Convention at Charleston. 

The Senator from North Carolina thinks that political 
races can best be run without the load of principles. The 
Senator from North Carolina thinks that the best way to 
get success in a political contest is not to bother yourself 
with the baggage of principle, but let your candidate run 
with nothing on his back, anu probably in that way he 
may run the faster and reach the goal the sooner. And 
again, the honorable Senator thinks that, because the 
Cincinnati platform was acceptable to the whole Demo- 
cracy in 1866, there is and can be no reason why De- 
mocrats who stood on that platform at thai time should 
be dissatisfied with it now. 

Mr. President, let us looI( a little back, behind 1856, in 
relation to that platform, and to the living issue on which 
we are separated as regards that platform. We all re- 
member, sir— no man can forget— that, in the exciting 
contest which took place on the Kansas-Nebraska bill, 
those who were the firmest supporters of the bill diflered 
in principle on that one point which now thrcHtens to di- 
vide the Democratic party. They dilfered openly ; they 
avowed their differences; they provided for the final 
settiement of those differences. Sir, tohtn ics met in 
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caw«m<, %ndir ilu lectd <^ tAs honoraiblt Senator fr<ym> 
[Ukut-ia, who introduce the Kan$a»'Ne^ra«k(;t bill, it 
%oa% found tJt^t the D&moe>rat% from, the North and Vie 
DemooraU from the South oould not agree in, princi- 
ple. . Tittt DtiiDocrats from the douUi thtsn took Mi« pusi- 
iioQ thai ihtt CuiidtitutioQ of the Unit«d Stute^ «ras plain 
and clear. The rights of the people of the S>uth were 
placcl upon that iustrument. I agree with tlie Senator 
from Hid^issippi (Mr. Davis) that we have nothing to do 
in thb controversy with natural rights or natural princi- 
ples. Those rights and those principleSf wiiich lie at the 
foundation of social organisation and civil government, 
were proper sulyects of examination and consideration 
with tlie r.iUiers. They did taice them into consideration. 
They decitled them. They have given us a chart by 
which now we are bound all to direct our course ; and that 
chart is the Constitution of our country Besting the 
rights of the South upon that Constitution, when the dis- 
cussions iirose upon the Kansas* Nebraska bill, the Sena- 
tors from tl>e South wiio met in caucus, or In convention, 
or in primary meeting, if you choose so to say, all agreed, 
wiUiout a dissenting voice, that, by the true construction 
of the Constitution of the United States, the Territories 
belonging to the United States were the common pro- 
perty of all ; that each State had equal rights in those 
Territories ; that amongst those rights was the right of 
the ciiiseus of the different States to emigrate to those 
Terrltiories with their property of every nature and kind ; 
and, when there, we contended that there was no power 
under heaven that could drive us out of those Territories, 
or deprive us therein of the protection of the Oonstitutiun 
and the laws, until the people of the Territory should 
make a constitution and form a State. 

The Senator from Illinois did not agree with us In 
that. He ha? been consistent. The Senator from Illi- 
nois held that there was a power in the people of a 
Territory-; he believed in Popular Sovereignty; he be- 
lieved in Bome inherent right in the people when assem- 
bled, even in the original inchoate shape in which they 
come as emigrants to tlie Territories, to pass laws to 
govern themselves ; to mold their own Institutions, as he 
phrased it, and included in tliat power the rigiit to act 
against Slavery. We could not agree. Morning after 
morning we met for the purpose of coming to some 
understanding upon that wry poiut ; and it was finally 
understood by all, agreed to by all, ntade the basis of a 
compromise by ail tiie supporters of that bill, that the 
Territories should be organised with a delegation by Con- 
gress of all the power of Congress in the Territories, and 
tiat the extent of the power of Congress should be deter- 
mined bj the courts. Firm in our belief of our riglitit, 
conscious that in the Constitution we had guaranty 
enough ; knowing that it was impo.-<sible for a Judicial tri- 
bunal to make other, than one decision, we said that we 
would stand by tlmt decLsion when made ; and if it 
should be determined by the Supreme Court of the 
United States that there was a power in this Qovernment 
to deprive the people of the South of their fair share of 
the common Territories of the Union, if that power in this 
Ooveriinient existed in. Congress, and if Congress dele- 
gated all Its power to the Territories, we would stand by 
the decision and agree that we asserted a right that found 
no wariHUt in the Constitution ; and, on tike other hand, 
our brother Democrats of the North, and ttie Senator 
from llliuuia-at their head, agreed that if the Supreme 
C 'urt of the United Stat«s should determine that the Con- 
gress of the United States had no power to interfere 
with i<ouihern rigtits in tlie Territories, if, consequently, 
we had Ixid not tlie power that we could delegate at all, 
then the Democrats of tlie North would join us in showing 
respect and obedience to that decision, and stand with 
us ua ttie principle that we advocated as the true one. 
None of us supposed at the time that the decision would 
come HO quick. None of us knew of the existence of a 
controversy then pending in the federal courts that 
would lead almost immediately to the deci-^ion of ttiat 
question. We provided in the Kansas act iueif ; we in- 
troduced an express clause having for its avowed olyect 
to bring that question before ihe courts for decision, 

Well, sir, the question did come before the courts, and 
the Sl^>reme Court of the United States, in the decision in 
the Dred Scott case, has determined — ^gentlemen say it is 
no dedsion-'as doctrine, or as opinion, or in some way has 
declared that the Congress of the United States has no 
power so to legislate as to destroy the rights of the people of 
the South ia their shtve property in the Territories, and the 
judges have said as a proposiUon, so clear that it required 
no argument, that the Congress poeseasing no such power, 
It was plain that It could give none to the Territorial Legisla- 
ture. I do not understand that the gentlemen from the North, 
the members of the Democratic party, controvert that. 

But at a time when we supposed that we all at length 
MOod upon one comiiion platform ; that we hod at last a 



guide and a pole star by which the Demoeratlo par^ oonld 
guide the ship of State, a sadden and alam^g heresy 
sprang up in the North, and something was said about \lie 
r^ht of the Legislature of the Territories not to destroy 
Slavery ; not to aiiollsh it ; not to confiscate by direct le- 
gation the rights of the citizens of the South who mifirht 
find themselves in the Territories with their property, but, 
by a side blow, by Indirection, and by failtire to perform 
duty, by " unfriendly legislation," to do that which consti- 
tutionally they had no power to do by any direct effort of 
legislaUve wilL ' Now, sir, the Cincinnati platform, with 
wfcdch the gentleman from North Carolina seems to be so 
much In love, and which he thinks is sufiicient for the con- 
stltutional rights of the South, would be sufficient for tlial 
purpose, is sufficient for that purpose properly construed - 
but when the delegates of a great party, assembled to- 
gether from all portions of the Confederacy, recently met, 
and the proposition was made to them to adopt the Cin- 
cinnati platform, it was made under what circumstances, 
and with what view ? It tc>a0 tnade vyith a knowledge 
of every man in that Con/oewtion that two diatincUy 
opposite interpretations we'-e put upon thatpla^fonn 
— otie at the So%Uh^ a>nd the other at the North. 

Mr. Clingman. — The Senator will allow me to ask him If 
these two opinions were not upon whether a Territorial Le 
gislature could legislate for or agaiu^ii iSiuvcry ? Are thost 
the opinions to which he refers ? 

Mr. Bei\janun. — The opposite constructions are put in 
several points. One point is, whether the Territorial Le- 
gislature has a right to abolish Slavery in the Territories 
or not, before forming a State Constitution ; and another 
is, whether or not it is the duty of the Federal Government 
to protect the rights of the people of the South in the Ter- 
ritories. Upon those two points opposite Interpretations 
and opposite principles exist, and were developed in the 
Charleston Convention. 

Mr. Clingman. — ^I will answer lh«* gentleman when be is 
through. 

Mr. Pugfa. — Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
every member of the Convention agreed that tlie platform 
had received two interpretations, or that it was susceptible 
of it? 

Mr. Benjamin. — Itrnderetand that opposite interpre- 
taMona were plainly and opentj/ given to thai platform 
in Oewoention, by men wiiose good faith no man ium 
eve*" yet disputeato my knotoled^e. 

Mr. Pugh.— I do not think that was the ground of t)ie 
difference of opinion at all. I said there never were two 
interpretations tliat could be fairly given to it ; that the 
platform purposely, in the language of the Senator from 
North Carolina, referred that question to judicial tribu- 
nals ; that the difference of opinion arose upon the judiciiU 
question; it did not arise upon the platform; and that 
consequently it was a false accusation. I say that cer- 
tainly in no unkind spirit to the Senator ; but I say the 
platform Is not susceptible of two Interpretations ; that it 
referred a controversy to arbitration. There might be a 
difference of opinion as to the particular arbitration of it, 
but there was none as to the terms of submission. 

Mr. Bezgamin. — ^I read, Mr. President, with as much 
attention as I was capable of, everything that occurred in 
that convention, and I saw the statement over and over 
again made in the convention, and not controverted, that 
different opinions were put upon that platform in different 
parts of the cotmtry. 

Mr. Pugh. — I certainly controverted it for one. I do 
not recollect who else may have stated it. It may have 
been repeated a great many times ; but I did controvert it. 

Mr. Beivjamln. — Now, sir, I say, in relation to that Cin- 
cinnati platform, which the Senator from North Carolina 
seems to think ought to have amply sufficed the South, and 
to have sufficed the Democratic party, these two opposite 
interpretations were known to be, intended to be ^ven to 
it. Further, I say this : I say it was avowed at Charleston, 
over and over again, that if a construction was given to 
that platform by which it should be clearly stated that the 
people of the Sooth were entitled to have their slaves pro- 
tected in the Territories against any dU^ct interference, 
either by Congressional or Territorial legislation ; if thai 
was avowed ; if tue doctrine of the party was asserted to 
be that the Legblature of the Territory, whilst a Territory 
existed in its mcboate mrganJzation, had no right to inter- 
fere with Slavery, then it was said, again and again, that 
no northern State could be carried upon that ground. 

Mr. Clingman.-— On the question as to whether a Terri- 
torial Legislature eoald legislate against Slavery or for S^ 
I ask the Senator whether that would not neceasvl^ 
be a question which a ocqrt must determine ; that if the 
Lefi^lature legislated or acted in any way, could we, Inr 
our opinions, settle it ; or la It not, from necessity, a jud^ 
cial question ? 

Mr. Bei\jamin.— The Senator is directing me entirely 
out of the line of my argument. I must beg him te allow 



106 



A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860. 



aie to proceed in my line. That is not at all what I am 
at. , It has no reference at alllo my line of arg^ument. 

I sny this : I say that didtiiictJy op(Misite iniei'preta< 
tations, or distinctly opposite principles, if you choose, In 
relation to Bonthern rights ander the Constitution, were 
avowed at Charleston, by men professing all t^ be Demo- 
crats; and that, in my Judgment, it is a braml npon the 
good faith of the Democratic party, it Is an imputation 
upon their honor, it is unworthy of them, and unworthy 
of us hII, that we should go before the .people of this 
country and asic their votes in favor of one party or an- 
other, with the avowed purpose of presenting opposite 
kit«rpretatious or opposite sets of principles in the two 
sections of the Confederacy, as being the principles of a 
common party, and forming a common party creed. I 
say that 1 will never be a party to any such contest as 
that. If I go into an electoral contest, I want to know 
the principles of the party with which I act, and I want, 
before the people of my Btate, before the people of the 
country, to declare those principles, to stand by them, to 
find them written in letters of light, so that no man can 
dare misconstrue them, and by them to stand, and with 
them, if need be, fall. 

That I understand to have been the position of the dele- 
gation of I^uisiana at Charleston. Talcing that position, 
determined that they would not palter to public preju- 
dices by using words in any double sense ; that all they 
did and all they said must go forth to the country inca- 
pable of misconstruction ; when they found it Impossible 
to have the principles upon which alone they could go 
into the Presidential contest, stated thus clearly and thus 
plainly, they withdrew, rightly withdrew, honorably with- 
drew. I applaud them ; I approve them ; I stand by 
them. I think they did as became high-minded and hon- 
orable citiuns. I think the State will show itself grateful 
to them for their act 

Now, the honorable Senator says he is willing to go 
with Democrats upon almost any platform ; that almost 
any one that we can elect would be preferable to the ad- 
versaries against whom we are to be opposed. 

Mr. Clingman. — I said any of those proposed. I alluded 
to those proposed in the Convention. 

Mr. Benjamin. — I suppose so. Now, Mr. President, I 
am not willing to go for any man, I do not care whether 
his name has been proposed or not, who is not willing to 
stand upon a platform of principle, of constitutional prin- 
ciple. I am willing to go for any man, whether named 
or not, who will pledge his honor to stand faithfully and 
squarely upon a platform of sound principles; and when 
a platform of sound constitutional principles shall be 
adopted by a Democratic Convention, satisfactory to me, 
with my views of constitutional right, and satisfactory to 
my people— principles satisfactory to my people, I say ; 
I care not for men — then you may put upon that platform 
any man who can stand upon it honorably, and i will 
vote for him; I will maintain him; I will canvass my 
State in his behalf; I will spend all my time and all my 
breath in his cause, wherever, whenever, and however, I 
may be asked by his friends. That far, sir, I am willing 
to go ; but I have no stomach for a fight in which I am to 
fiave my choice between a man who denies me all my 
rights openly at d fairly and a man who admits my rights 
but intends to filch them. I have no choice there. 

BENJAMIN ON DOUGLAS. 

After Mr. Douglases famous speech of May 15th 
and 16th, on these resolutions, Mr. Benjamin 
addressed the Senate again, speaking of Mr. 
Douglas as follows : 

Mr. Benjamm said, when we met here in December, 
the public mind was greatly disturbed by the irruption of 
a band of fanatics into a State of the Union, with the 
avowed intent to liberate the slaves. A large number of 
resolutions have been offered, all relating to the relation 
of the General Government to Slavery in the States and 
Territories. The large number and variety of these re- 
sMutions, required that those who professed to belonging 
to the same party should meet, in order to harmonize 
and act in concert. A meeting of Democratic Senators 
was therefore held to accomplish this purpose. The 
Senator from Illinois, in a speech occupying two days, 
had presented the extraordinary spectacle of advocating 
his own claims to the Presidency, and denouncing those 
who had dared to express their views on subjects before 
the Senate. The Senator firom Illinois assumed that he 
was the embodiment of the Democratic party, and that 
all who opposed him were rebels. He arraigned other 
Senators, and charged them and the representatives of 
seventeen States at Charleston as being on the high road 
te disunion. After having thus assailed everybody, he 
announced that he had only spoken !n self-defense, and 
with princely magnanimity ag. eed ti forgive those who. 



as he said, had erred nsre thrcagh ignorance than ^ 
sign. Mr. Bei^amin then defended the Democratic SeJki- 
tors from the charge of having undertaken to dictate to 
the Charleston Convention what sort of platform it 
should make. When the Kansas bill was before the 
Senate, the Senator from Illinois called a caucus of 
Democratic Senators every morning to decide on their 
action for the day. The late Senatorial caucus had done 
no more than that. Yet for this it had been cliaigeJ 
with seeking to diminish the Senator's chance for 8ucce>s. 
Mr. Benjamin next examined Mr. Douglases cba ge tlijit 
seventeen Democratic States had adopted a piatfo in 
looking to the dissolution of the Union, and had placed 
themselves under the lead o^ Mr. Yancey, an avowed 
disunionist. His State had vcted for that platform, and 
he should vote for the Senate re<«olutions, and he denied 
that the Senator from Illinois had correctly stated the 
meaning of either. Nobody here wanted to make a slave 
code, a slang term which Mr. Douglas had picked up 
from the Republicans, nor to force Slavery on an nn- 
willing people. The attacks upon the Democratic Sena- 
tors were wanton and unprovoked, and he should repel 
them. The Senator had defended his consistency at 
great length, which was not the issue between them. 
The issue was that the Senator from Illinois had made a 
bargain and had violated it. To prove this he should 
not go further back than 1857, up to which time the Sena- 
tor firom Illinois was looked upon by the Democratic 
party with pride and favor. Why was it that a Senator 
who had thus been treated with favor should now be 
separated from his former associates? That he had 
passed over in his speech, and he (Bez^jamin) would sup- 
ply the deficiency. 

Mr. Beiuamin then went into a history of the Eansnis 
act, pointing out the differences between Democrats and 
Republicans and Douglas Democrats. At that time 
the Democrats being unable to agree as to the power of 
the people of the Territories, it was agreed to refer the 
subject to the Courts and to abide by the decision, lie 
never had attacked the Senator's cont^istency. It was his 
consistency that constituted his great crime — adhering 
still to views which he had agreed to abandon when the 
Court decided the question, and which the Court had 
decided against him. Tills he charged was bad faith. The 
Senator no longer worshipped at the Democratic shrine, 
but had wandered forth after strange gods. The Senator 
from Illinois had admitted that he made this bargain, and 
yet he had been engaged since 1857 in trying to explain 
away, in conjunction with the Republicans, the decision 
of the Court, and to render it useless in case it should be 
affirmed. He quoted from the Dred Scott decision to show 
that the principle of right to slave property in the ler- 
rituries was decided by it. On this point he argued at 
great length to show that Congress had full power over 
the Territories within the limits of Its constitutional 
power; that the Constitution forbid the prohibition of 
Slavery in the Territories by Congress ; and as the Territo« 
rial Government derived all Its powers from Congress, the 
Territorial Legislature could not do more than Congress 
could. No sooner was this decision made than it was 
attacked by the Republicans, and the Chief-Justice 
assailed as having colluded with the President of the 
United States. The Senator from Illinois got over his bar- 
gain by saying that he did not agree to abide by the 
decision in the Dred Scott case ; but when the case was 
carried up from the Territorial Courts to the Supreme 
Court, he would obey that. This was an afterthoii^ht, 
first announced in the canvass of 1858, when pressed by 
Mr. Lincoln for a seat in the Senate. To save himself 
from defeat, he introduced his theory as to the power of 
the people in the Territories. [Mr. Bei^amin then read 
from the discussions between Messrs. Lincoln and Douglas 
to show that the former was much more candid in his ans- 
wers than the latter, and he confessed he was not such au 
ultra Anti-Slavery man as he supposed.] Mr. Douglas 
told us here that he would abide the decision of the Court, 
but at home he turns his back on his promise, repudiates 
his words, and tells his people that he basso arranged the 
Kansas bill that in spite of the decision the people of the 
Territories can keep slaves out. To be twice deceived 
by the same man would be to make them dupes and fools. 
Even Mr. Lincoln was shocked at his profligacy, and 
charged him with bad faith. The election came olll^ and 
though Mr. Douglas was successful by the arrangement 
of the Legislative Districts, Mr. Lincoln beat him 4,000 on 
the popular vote. [Mr. Benjamin next read from Mr. 
Douglas's Harper's Magasine article, to show that he had 
absolutely copied Mr. Lincoln's arguments of IBM, and 
claimed them as discoveries of his own. Mr. Beqja- 
luin warned Mr. Douglas that the tendencies of his doc 
trines were to drive him back, step by step, to the Black 
i Republican camp.] We already find him using theargu 
I tueuts and quotiu? the language of the RepublicBn party 
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On the 24th May, the vote was taken on the 
first of Mr. Davis^s series of resolutions, which 
was adopted, 86 to 19, the yeas being all De- 
mocrats, except Messrs. Crittenden, of Ky., and 
Kennedy, of Md., Americans. The nays were 
all Republicans. The second resolution was 
then read, when Mr. Harlan (Rep., of Iowa) 
offered to add the following as an amendment : 

But the free discasston of the morality and expediency 
of dlavery should never be ititerrered with by the laws of 
any State, or of the United Siaieii ; and the freedo'ih of- 
speech and of the press, on this and every other subject 
of domestic and nntionai policy, should be maintained in- 
Tioiate to all the States, 

This amendment was rejected, 20 to 36, as fol- 
lows: 

TiA.8. — Merars. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
l)1xon, Doolitile, Fesseuden, Foot, Foster. Grimes, Hale, 
Harolln, Harlan, King, &immon:3, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson— 2i». 

Nats. — Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown, 
Chescut, Cluy, Clingman, Crittenden, Davis, Fitzpatrick, 
Green, Gwin, 14ammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iversoii, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Jnhnsou of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane. Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk. 
Powell, Pugh, Rice, St- bastian, blidell, Thomson, Toombs, 
Wigfall, and Yulee— 86. 

Teas all Republicans ; nays all Democrats, ex- 
cept Crittenden and Kennedy, Americans. 

The second resolution was then adopted, 86 to 
20, the vote being exactly the reverse of that on 
Mr. Harlan's amendment. 

The third resolution of the series was adopted, 
36 to 18, as follows : 

Tkas. — Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown, 
ChtfSQut, Cluy, Clingman, Crittenden, Davis, Fitapatrickt 
Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, lyerson, 
Johnson of Arkanifias, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, 
Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, SlidtUl, Thomson, Tcombs, 
Wigfall, aud Yalee--86. 



Nats.— Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, GInrk, Collamer, 
Dixon, Dnolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, 
Harlan, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, 
aud Wilson— 18. 

Teas all Democrats, except Crittenden and 
Kennedy ; nays all Republicans. 

The fourth resolution was adopted, 35 to 21, 
the negatives being all Republicans, except Mr. 
Pugh, Dem., of Ohio. 

Mr. Clingman offered an amendment, in the 

form of the following resolution, to follow the 

4th of Mr. Davis^s series : 

BesolDed, That the existing condition of the Territorlea 
of the United States does not require the intervention of 
Congress for the protection of property in slaves. 

The amendment was debated at considerable 
length; but, without taking the question, the 
Senate adjourned. 

On the following day, the amendment was 
adopted, 26 to 23, as follows : 

Ykas.— Blessrs. Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Chandler. 
Cl»rk, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Dooliltle, 
Foot, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Harl n, Johnson of Tennes- 
see, Kennedy, Latham, Polk, Pugh, Simmons, Ten Eyck, 
Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson — 26. 

Nays— Messrs. Benjamin, Bright, Brown, Chesnut, 
Clay, Davis, Fltapatrick, Green, Hammoml, Hunter, Iver- 
son, Lane, Mallory. Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, PoweU, 
Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Slidell, Wigfall, and Yulee— 
88. 

Yeas all Republicans, except Messrs. Bigler* 
Bragg, Clingman, Crittenden, Johnson (Tenn.), 
Kennedy, Latham, Polk, Pugh, and Toombs; 
Nays all Democrats. 

The fifth resolution of the series was then 
adopted, 35 to "2, Hamlin and Trumbull, the 
Yeas being all Democrats, except Crittenden and 
Kennedy. The seventh and last of the series 
was then adopted, 86 to 6, Mr. Ten Eyck, Rep., 
of New Jersey, voting* Yea 
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IMPORTANT CORRESPONDENCE. 



LETTER FROM JUDGE BATES ON THE POLITICAL QUESTIONS OF THE DAI. 



Sr. Louis, Maroh^ 1860. 

The Hon. Edward Bxm—Sir: As yon may have 
Learned from the public prints, the Republicans of Missouri 
met in Convention, in this city, on Saturday, the 10th in- 
stant, to make a declaration of their principles, elect dele- 
gates to the National Republican Convention, and com- 
plete a State organization. All of this the Convention ex- 
ecuted, in a manner wholly satisfactory to its members. 
It also commended you, by resolution, to the National Re- 
publican party, as one well worthy to be the standard- 
bearer of that party in the coming Presidential election. 
This fact the undersigned have pride and pleasure in com- 
municating to you, knowing that throughout your Ufe you 
have carried out, as far as a private citizen might, the 
sentiments contained in the resolutions adopted on Satur- 
day, and a copy of which we inclose. But as you have 
voluntarily remained in private life for many years, your 
political opinions are consequently not so well understood 
by the Republican party at large -as by the Republicans 
of Missouri. 

Inasmuch as the delegation from this State to the Chi- 
cago Convention intend to present your name to that body 
as a candidate for the Presidency, we, in common with 
many other Republicans of Missouri, desire to procure 
from you an exposition of your views on the engrossing 
political questions of the time. W^e hope that notwith- 
Htan(UDg your well-known relucta ice to appear before the 
uubiic in the light of a Presidential aapLrant, you -viU not 



refuse to answer the following interrogatories, which, in 
our Judgment, involve all the usues pending between the 
two political parUes of the country. 

1st Are you opposed to the extension of Slavery f 

2d. Does the CoDstitution of the United States carry Slavery 
into the Territories, and, as subsidiary to this, what is the 
legal effect of the decision of the Supreme Court to the Bred 
Scott case ? 

3d. Are you in favor of the colonization of the firee colored 
population in Central America? 

4th. Do you recognize any inequality of rights among dti- 
zens of the United States, and do you hold that it is the duty 
of the Federal Oovemment to protect American citizens at 
home and abroad in the ei^Joyment of all their constitutlooal 
and legal rights, privileges, and Immunities? 

fith. Are you In favor of the construction of a railroad from 
the Valley of the Mississippi. to the Pacific Ocean, tmder the 
auspices of the Oeneral Government? 

Gth. Are you in fkvor of the measure known as the Home- 
stead biU? 

7th. Are you in fkvor of the immediate admission of Xansaa, 
under the Constitution adopted at Wyandot? 

Tours^respectftilly, etc., 
Prrra L. For, Chas L. Bbrhatb, 

Hkhbt T. Blow, Jno. M. Richakssov, 

P. A. Dick, O. D. Pillbt, 

Stkphbn Hott, Wm. McKkk, 

G. W. F^SHBACK, BaKTOH AbUi 

J. B. SiTTOM. 
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BBBPONSE OF JDDOK DATES. 

St. Louts, March 17, 1866. 
To Messrs. P. L. Pot, Editor of The Minnmni Democi-at ; Dr. 
Bkrmays, Editor of the Anaeiyer ; and other gentlemea : 

Sirs: B. Orats Brown, Esq., u President of the Mis- 
■oari State Convention, which sat in St. Louis on the 
tenth of this month, has officially made known to me the 
proceedings of that body, and by them I am enabled to 
know some of you as Delegates to the Chicago Conven- 
tion, representing the Republican party of MissourL 

I have received your letter propounding to me certain 
questions (seven in number) which you suppose will 
cover most, if not all, the g-. ounds of controveisy, in the 
approaching Presidential election 

With pleasure I will answer your questions. But be- 
fore doing 80, iillow me to glance at the peculiar circum- 
stances in which I am placed, and the strangeness of the 
fact that I, a mere private man, am called upon to 
make avowals and explanatioos, with any view to take 
me from the shades of private life and place me at the 
head of the nation. I came to this frontier in my youth, 
and settled iu St. Louis when it was a village. All my 
manhood has been spent in Missouri, and during all that 
Ume I have followed a profession which left my charac- 
ter and conduct open to the observation of society. And 
while it has been my constant habit freely to express my 
opinion of public measures and public men, the people 
of Missouri, of all parties, will bear me witness that I 
have never obtrusively thrust myself forward in pursuit 
of official honors. I have held no political office, and 
sought none, for more than twenty-five years. 

Under these circumstances, I confess the gratification 
which I feel in receiving the recent manifestations of the 
respect and confidence of my fellow-citlBens. First, the 
Opposition members of the Missouri Legislature declared 
thdir preference for me as a candidate ; theo followed 
my nomination by a Convention composed of all the ele- 
ments of the Opposition in tliis State ; and, now, the Re- 
publicans of Missouri, in their separate Convention, just 
held in St. Louis, have reaffirmed the nomination, and 
proposed, by their delegates, to present me to the Na- 
tional Convention, soon to be held at Chicago, as a can- 
didate for the first office in the nation. These various 
demonstrations in my own State are doubly gratifying to 
me, because they afford the strongest proof that my 
name has been put forward only in a spirit of harmony 
and peace, and with the hope of preventing all division 
and controversy among those w-ho, for their own safety 
and the public good, ought to be united in the r action. 

For all thie I am deeply grateful, and, as far as con- 
cerns me personally, I must declare in simple truth, 
that if the movement go no further and produce no 
national results, still I am paid and overpaid for a life 
of labor, and for whatever of zealous effort and patient 
watching I have been able to bestow in support of a 
line of governmental policy which I believe to be for the 
present and permanent good of the country. 

And now, gentlemen, I proceed to answer your ques- 
tions, briefly. indeed, but fully, plainly, and with all pos- 
sible frankness. And I do this the more willingly be- 
cause I have received from individuals many letters 
(too many to be separately answered), and have seen 
fcn many public journals articles making urgent calls 
upon me for such a statement of views. 
1. Slavery— Its extension in the Territories. 
On this subject, in the States and in the Territories, 
I have no new opinions — no opinions formed in rela- 
sion to the present array of parties. I am coeval with 
tiie Missouri question of 1819-20, having begun ngr 
political life in the midst of that struggle. At that 
time my position required me to seek all the means of 
knowledge within my reach, and to study the principles 
involved with all the powers of my mmd; and I ar- 
rived at conclusions then which no subsequent events 
have induced me to change. The existence of negro 
Slavery in our country had its beginning in the early 
tine of the Colonies, and was imposed by the mother 
country against the will of most of the colonists. At 
the time of the Revolution, and long after, it was com- 
monly regarded as an evil, temporary in its nature, 
and likely to disappear In the course of time, yet, while 
it continued, a misfortune to the country, socially and 
politieally. 

Thus was I taught, by those who made our Govern- 
ment, and neither the new %ht of modem civilisation, 
nor the discovery of a new system of constitutional law 
and social philosophy, has enabled me to detect the 
error of their teaching. 

Slavery is " a social relation "—a domestic institu- 
tion. Within the States, it exists by the local law, and 
the Federal Ck>vemmeut has no control over it there. 



The Territories, whether acquired by conquest or 
peaceable purchase, are subject and subordinate ; not 
sovereign like the States. The nation b supreme over 
them, and the National Government has power to per- 
mit or foi bid Slavery, within them. Entertaining these 
views, I am opposed to the extension of Slavery, and in 
my opinion, the spirit and policy of the Oovci'nment 
ought to be against its extension. 

2. Does the Constitution carry Sli,very into tlie TcrriJtoriegf 

I answer no. The Constitution of the lilted SUtes 
does not carry Slavery into the Territories. With much 
more show of reason may it be eaid that it carries Sla- 
very into all the Sates. But it does not carry Slave y 
any wflere. It only acts upon it, whei'e it finds it estab- 
lished by the local law. 

In connection with this point, I am asked to state 
my views of the Dred Scott case, and what was really 
determined by the Supreme Court in that case. It is 
my opinion, carefully considered, that the Court deter- 
mined one single point of law only, that is, that Scott, 
the plaintiff, being a negro of African descent (not neces- 
sarily a slave), could not be a citizen of Missouri, and 
therefore could not sue in the Federal Court ; and that 
for this reason, and this alone, the Circuit Court had 
no jurisdiction of the cause, and no power t'O give 
judgment between the parties. The only jurisdiction 
which the Supreme Court had of the cause was for the 
purpose of correcting the error of the Circuit Court, 
in assuming the power to decide upon the merits of the 
case. This power the Supreme Court did exercise, by 
setting aside the judgment of the Circuit Court upon 
the merits, and by dismissing the suit, without any judg- 
ment for or against either party. This is all that tfie 
Supreme Court did, and aU that it had lawful power 
to do. 

I coQtider H a great public misfortune that several of 
the learned judges should have thought that their duty 
required them to discuss and give opinions upon various 
questions outside of the case, as tlie case wa« actually 
disposed of by the court. All such opinions are extra 
judicial and of no authority. But beside this, it appears 
to me that several of the questions so discussed by the 
judges are political questions, and therefore beyond the 
cognizance of the judiciary, and proper only to be consi- 
dered and disposed of by the political departments. If I 
am right in this, and it seems to me plain, the precedent 
is most unfortunate, because it may lead to a dangerous 
conflict of authority among the coordinate branches of 
the Crovemment. 

8. As to the colonization of the free blacks. 

For many years I have been connected with the Ameri- 
can Colonization Society, of which the rising young State 
of Liberia Is the first fruit. I consider the object both 
humane and wise, beneficent alike to the free blacks who 
emigrate, and to the whites whom they leave behind. Bnt 
Africa is distant, and presents so many obstacles to rapid 
settlement, that we cannot indulge the hope of draining 
off in that direction the growing numbers of our free black 
population. The tropical regions of America, I think, 
offer a far better prospect botli for us and for them. 

4. As to any inequality of rights among American citizens- 

I recognise no distinctions among American citizens bui 
such as are expressly laid down in the Constitution. Ant; 
I hold that our Government is bound to protect all the 
citizens in the ei^oyment of all their rights, everywhere 
and against all assailants. And as to all these righti^ 
there u no difference between citizens bom and cltuen* 
made such by law. 

6. Am I in Cavor (^ the constraetion of a railroad from the 
Valley of the Mis»isf>ippi to Uie Pacific Ocean, undar the aud 
pices of the General Government ? 

Yes, strongly. I not only believe such a road of vast 
importance as the means of increasing the population, 
wealth and power of this great valley, but necessary as 
the means of national defence, and of preserving the 
integrity of the Union. 

6. Am I In &vor of the measure called the Homestead bill r 

Tes ; I am for guarding the public lands, as weU ai 
pos^ble, from the danger of becoming the subject of oom- 
mon trade and speculation — for keeping them for the 
actual use of the people — and for granting tracts of 
suitable rize to those who will actually inhabit and im- 
prove them, 

7. Am I in favor of the immediate admission of Kansas 
under the Wyandot Consiliution f 

I think that Kansas ought to be admitted without 
delay, leaving her, like all the other States, the sole judgw 
of her own Constitution. 

Thus, gentlemen. I bcli-'ve I have answered all youi 
Inquiries in a pUun, intelligible manner, and, 1 bApe, ir 
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ffour miti^fiusthn. I have not attempted to support my 
annrers by argument, for that could not be done in a 
fhort letter; and, restraining myself firom going into 
general politics, I have confined my remariu to the 
particular subjects upon which you requested me to 
write. Your obliged fellow-citisen, 

Sdwaho Bixaa, 



JUDGE BATES'S LETTER 

IN SUPPORT OF LIKOOLV. 

St Louis, June 11, I960. 
0. H. Brownino, Esq., Quincy, III. 

DVAB Sir : When I received your letter of May 22d, I 
had no thought that the answer would be so long de- 
layed ; but, waiving all excuses, I proceed to answer 
U now. 

Under the circumstances of the case it ought not to 
bare been doubted that I would give Mr. Lincoln's nom- 
inaUon a cordial and hearty support. But in declaring 
my intention to do so, it is due to myself to state some of 
the facta and reasons which have a controlling influence 
over my mind, and which I think ought to be persua- 
sire arguments with some other men, whose political 
opinions and antecedents are, in some important parti- 
eulars, lilce my own. 

There was no good ground for supposing that I felt 
any pique or dissatisfaction because the Cliicago Con- 
vention failed to nominate me. I had no such feeling. 
On party grounds, I had no right to expect the nomina- 
tion. I had no claims upon the Republicans as a party, 
for I have never been a member of any party, so as to 
be bound by its dogmas, and subject to its discipline, ex- 
cept only the Whig party, which is now brolcen up, and 
its materials, for the most part, absorbed in other organi- 
zations. And thus I am left, alone and powerless, in- 
deed, bat perfectly free to follow the dictates of my own 
judgment, and to take such part in current politics as 
my own sense of duty and patriotism may > require- 
Many Republicans, and among them, I tbinic, some of 
(he most moderate and patriotic of that party, honored 
me with their confidence and desired to maice me their 
eaniUdate. For this favor I was indebted to the fact that 
between them and me there was a coincidence of opin- 
ion upon certain important questions of government. 
They and I agreed in believing that the National Govern- 
ment has sovereign power over the Territories, and that 
it would be impolitic and unwise to use that power for 
the propagation of negro Slavery by planting it in Free 
Territory. Some of them believed also that my nomina- 
tion, while it would teiy "^ soften the tone of the Repub- 
lican party, without any ^tbandonment of its principles, 
might tend also to generalize its cliaracter and attract 
the friendship and support of many, especially in the 
border States, who, like me, had never been members of 
their party, but concurred with them in opinion about 
the government of the Territories. These are the grounds, 
and I think the only grounds, upon which I was sup- 
ported at all at Chicago. 

At to the platform put forth by the Chicago Conven- 
tion, I have little to say, because, whether good or bad, 
that wlU not constitute the groun<Mf my support of Mr. 
Lincoln. I have no great respect for party platforms in 
general. They are commonly made In times of high ex- 
citement, under a pressure of circumstances, and with the 
view to conciliate present support, rather than to esta- 
blish a permanent system of principles and line of 
policy for the future good government of country. 
The Conventions which form them are transient in 
their nature ; their pover and influence are consumed in 
the using, leaving no continuing obligation upon their re- 
spective parties. And hence we need not wonder that 
platforms so made are hardly ever acted upon In prac- 
tice. I shall not discuss their relative merits, but con- 
tent myself with saying that this Republican platform, 
though in several particulars it does not conform to my 
views, is still far better than any published creed, past or 

g resent, of the Democrats. And as to the new party, it 
as not chosen to promulgate any platform at all, except 
two or three broad generalities which are common to the 
professions of faith of ail parties in the country. No 
party, indeed, dare ask the confidence of the nation, 
while openly denying the obligation to support the Union 
and the Constitution and to enforce the laws. That is a 
common duty, binding upon every citiaen, and the failure 
to perform it is a crime. 

To me it is plain that the approaching contest must be 
b4>tween the Democratic and the Republican parlies ; and, 
between them, I prefer the latter. 

The Democratic party, by the long possession and 
abude of power, has grown wanton and reoiiless ; has 



corrupted itself and perverted the principles of the (k>- 
vernment ; has set itself openly against the great home 
interests of the people, by neglecting to protect theii 
industry, and by rt^fusing to improve and lieep in order 
the highways and depots of commerce ; and even now is 
urging a measure in Congress to abdicate the constitu- 
tional power and duty to regulate commerce among the 
States', and to grant to the States the discretionary 
power to levy tonnage duties upon all our commerce, 
under the pretense of improving harbors, rivers, and 
lakes ; has changed the status of the negro slave by mak- 
ing him ao longer mere property, but a politician, an 
antagonist power in the State, a power to which all other 
powers are required to yield, under penalty of a dissolu- 
tion of the Union ; has directed its energies to the grati- 
fication of its lusts of foreign domain, as manifested in its 
persistent efforts to seise upon tropical regions, not be- 
cause those countries and their incongruous people are 
necessary, or even desirable, to be incorporated into cur 
nation, lt>ut for the mere purpose of making Slave States, 
In order to advance the political power of the party in 
the Senate and in Uie choice of the President, so as 
efltSectually to transfer the chief powers of the Governirent 
from the many to the few ; has in various Instances 
endangered tlie equality of the coordinate branches of the 
Government, by urgent efforts to enlargii the powers of 
the Executive at the expense of the Legislative depart- 
ment; has attempted to discredit and degrade the judi- 
ciary, by affecting to make it, at first, the arbiter of 
party quarrels, to become soon and inevitably ttie pas- 
sive registrar of a party decree. 

In most, if not all these partioulars, I understand the 
Republican party (judging it by its acts and by the 
known opinions of many of its leading men) to be the 
exact opposite of the Democratic party ; and that is the 
ground of my preference of the one party over the other. 
And that alone would be a sulHcieut reason, if I had no 
other good reasons, for supporting Mr. Lincoln against 
any man who may be put forward by the Democratic 
party, as the exponent of its principles and the agent to 
work out, in practice, its dangerous policies. 

The third party, which, by its formation, has destroyed 
the organization of the American and Whig parties, has 
nominated two most excellent men. I know them well, 
as sound statesmen and true patriots. More than thii ty 
years ago I served with them both in Congress, and from 
that time to this I have always held them in respect and 
honor. But what can the third party do toward the elet 
tion of even such worthy men as these against the two 
great parties which are now in actual contest for the 
power to rule the nation ? It is made up entirely of por- 
tions of the disintegrated elements of the late ^Vhig and 
American parties — ^good materials, in the main, I admit, 
but quite too weak to elect any man or establish an> 
principle. The most it can do is, here and there in par 
ticular localities, to make a diversion in favor of the 
Democrats. In 1S56, the Whig and American parties 
(not forming a n&w party, but united as allies), with en- 
tire unanimity and some zeal, supported Mr. Fillmore for 
the Presidency, and with what results? We made a 
miserable failure, carrying no State but gallant little 
Maryland. And, surely, the united Whigs and Ameri- 
cans of that day had a far greater show of strength and 
far better prospects of success than any which belong to 
the Constitutional Union party now. In fact, I see no 
possiblity of success for the third party, except in one 
contingency— the Destruction of the Democratic party. 
That is a contigency not likely to happen this year, for, 
badly as I think of many of the acts and policies of that 
party, ita cup is not yet full— the day has not yet come 
when it must dissolve in its own corruptions. But the 
day is coming, and is not far off. The party has made 
itself entirely sectional ; it has concentrated its very be- 
ing into one single idea ; negro Slavery has control of all 
its faculties, and it can see and hear nothing else — ** one 
stern, tyrannic thought, that makes all other thou|^ta 
ltd slaves I" 

But the Democratic party still lives, and while it lives. It 
and the Republican party are the only real antagonistic 
powers in the nation, and for the present, I must choose 
between them. I choose the latter, as wiser, purer, 
younger and less corrupted by time and self-indulgence. 

The candidates nominated at Chicago are both men who, 
as individuals and politicians, rank with the foremost of 
the country. I have heard no objection to Mr. Hamlin 
personally, but only to his geographical position, which n 
thought to be too far North and East to allow his personal 
good qualities to exercise their proper influence over the 
nation at large. But the nomination for the Presidency Is 
the great controlling act. Mr. Lincoln, his character, 
talents, opinions and history will be criticised by tliou- 
sands, while the candidate for the Yice-Presidency will be 
nassed over in comparative silepce. 
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Mr. Uncoln^s nomination took the public by earprlBe, 
because, until Just before the event, it was unexpected. 
But really it ought not to have excited any surprise, for 
sueh unforeseen nominations are common in our political 
history. Polk and Pierce, by the Democrats, and Harri- 
son and Taylor, by the Whigs, were all nominated in this 
extemporaneous manner — all of them were elected. I 
have known Mr. Lincoln for more than twenty years, and 
therefore have a right to speak of him with some confi- 
dence. As an individual, he has earned a liigh reputation 
for truth, courage, candor, morals, and amiability ; so that, 
as a man, he is most trustworthy. And in this particular, 
he is more entitled to our esteem than some other men, his 
equals, who bad far better opportunities and aids in early 
life. His talents, and the will to use them to the best ad- 
vantage, are unquestionable ; and the proof is found in the 
fact that, in every position in life, from liis humble begin- 
ning to his present well-earned elevation, he has more than 
fulfilled the best hopes of his friends. And now, in the full 
vigor of his manhood, and in the honest pride of having 
made himself what he is, he is the peer of the first man of 
the nation, well able to sustain himself and advance his 
cause, against any adversary, and in any field, where mind 
and knowledge are the weapons used. 

In politics he has but acted out the principle of his 
own moral and intellectual character. He has not con- 
cealed his thoughts nor hidden his light under a bushel. 
With the boldness of conscious rectitude and the frank- 
ness of downright honesty, he has not failed to avow his 
opinions of public affairs upon all fitting occasions. 

This I know may subject him to the carping censure 
of that class of politicians who mistake cunning for wis- 
dom and falsehood for ingenuity ; but such men as Lin- 
coln must act in keeping with their own characters, and 
hope for success only by advancing the truth prudently 
and maintaining it bravely. All his old political ante- 
cedents are, in my Judgment, exactly right, being square 
up to the old Whig standard. And as to his views about 
** the pestilent negro question," I am not aware that he 
has gone one step beyond the doctrines publicly and 
habitually avowed by the great lights of the Whig party. 
Clay, Webster, and their fellows, and indeed sustained 
and carried out by the Democrats themselves, in their 
wiser and better days. 

The following, I suppose, are in brief his opinions up- 
on that subject : 1. Slavery is a domestic institution 
within the States which choose to have it, and it exists 
within those States beyond the control of Congress. 
2. Congress has supreme legislative power over ail the 
Territories, and may, at its discretion, allow or forbid the 
existence of Slavery within them. 8. Congress, in wis- 
dom and sound policy, ought not so to exercise its power, 
directly or indirectly, as to plant and establish Slavery 
in any Territory theretofore free. 4 And that it is unwise 
and impolitic in the Government of the United States, to 
acquire tropical regions for the mere purpose of convert- 
ing them into iSlave States. 

These, I believe, are Mr. Linco1n*s opinions upon the 
matter of Slavery in the Territories, and I concur in 
them. They are no new inventions, made to suit the ex- 
igencies of the hour, but have come down to us, as the 
Declaration of Independence and the Constitution have, 
sanctioned by the venerable authority of the wise and 
good men who established our institutions. They are 
conformable to law, principle and wise policy, and their 
utility is proven In practice by the as yet unbroken cur- 
rent of our political history. They will prevail, not only 
because they are right in themselves, but also because a 
great and still growing majority of the people believe 
them to be right ; and the sooner they are allowed to 
prevail in peace and harmony, the better for all con- 
cerned, as well those who are against them as those who 
are for them. 

I am aware thatsmalll partisans, in their little warfare 
against opposing leaders, do sometimes assail them by 
the trick of tearing from their contexts some particular 
objectionable phrases, penned, perhaps, in the hurry of 
composition, or spoken in the t 'Jkt of oral debate, and 



holding them up to tbe public as the leading doetrlnet 
of the person assailed, and drawing f^om them their own 
uncharitable inferences. That line of attack betrays a 
little mind conscious of its weakness, for the falsity of its 
logic is not more apparent ttian the injustice of its de- 
signs. No public man can stand that ordeal, and, how- 
ever willing men may be to see It applied to their adver- 
saries, all flinch from the torture when applied to them- 
selves. In fact, the man who never said a foolish thing, 
will hardly be ftble to prove that he ever said many wive 
ones. 

I consider Mr. Lincoln a sound, safe, national man. He 
could not be sectional if he tried. His birth, education, 
the habits of his life, and his geographical position, com- 

{>el hfan to be nationaL AU Us feelings and interest ar« 
dentified with the great valley of the Mississippi, near 
whose c^tre he has spent his whole life. The valley b 
not a section, but, conspicuously, the body of the nation, 
and. large as it is, it Is not capable of being divided i'to 
sections, for the great river cannot be divided. It is one 
and indivisible, and the North and the South are alike 
necessary to its comfort and prosperity. Its people, too, 
in all their interests and affections, are as broad and 
general as the regions they inhabit. They are emigrants, 
a mixed multitude, coming from every State in the Union, 
and from most countries In Europe ; they are unwilling, 
therefore, to submit to any one petty local standard. 
They love the nation as a whole, and they love all its 

earts, for they are bound to them all, not only by a feel- 
ig of common interest and mutual dependence, but also 
by the recollections of childhood and youth, by blood and 
friendship, and by all those social and domestic charities 
which sweeten life, and make tliis world worth living in. 
The valley is beginning to feel Its power, and will soon be 
strong enough to dictate the law of the land. Whenever 
that state of things shall come to pass, it will be most 
fortunate for the nation to find the powers of Government 
lodged in the hands of men whose habits of thought, 
whose position and surrounding circumstances, constrain 
them to use ihoae powers for general and not sectional 
ends. 

I give my opinion freely in favor of Mr. Lincoln, and I 
hope that for the good of the whole country, he may be 
elected. But it is not my intention to take any active 
part in the canvass. For many years past, I have had 
little to do with public affairs, and have aspired to no 
political office ; and now, in view of the mad excitement 
which convulses the coimtry, and the general disruption 
and disorder of parties and the elements which compose 
them, I am more tiian ever assured that for me, person- 
ally, there is no political ftiture, and I accept the condi- 
tion with cheerful satisfaction. Still, I cannot discharge 
myself from the life-long duty to watch the conduct of 
men in power, and to redist, so far as a mere private man 
may, the fearfUl progress of official corruption, which for 
several years past has sadly marred and defiled the fair 
fabric of our Government. 

If Mr. Lincoln should be elected, coming in as a new 
man at the head of a young party never before in power, 
he may render a great service to his country, which no 
Democrat could render. He can march straight forward 
in the discharge of his high duties, gilded only by hia own 
good Judgment and h(mest purposes, without any necessity 
to temporise with est^Alished abuses, to wink at the delin- 
quencies of old party friends, or to unlearn and discard 
the bad official habits that have grown up under the mis- 
government of his Democratic predecessors. In short, he 
can be an honest and bold reformer on easier and cheaper 
terms than any Democratic President can be— for, in pro- 
ceeding in the good work of cleansing and purifying the 
administrative departments, he will have no occasion to 
expose the vices, assail the interests, or thwart the ambi- 
tion of his political friends. 

Begg^g your pardon for the length of this letter, I 
remain, with great respect, your friend and obedient 
servant, 

Edwabd B^Ttt. 
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THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 



So much has been wildly said of what is 
termed the " Monroe Doctrine/* in regard to the 
influence of European Powers on this continent, 
that we publish exactly what President Monroe 
said on the subject. We copy from the Seventh 
Annual Message of Mr. Monroe, dated December 
2, 1823 : 

** It wasstnted, at the commencement, of thtflj^st session, 
ihnt a great effort was then making in SpainJpd Portugal 
to improve the condition of the people of those countries, 
and that it appeared to be conducted with extraordinary 
moderation. It need scarcely be remarlced that tiie re- 
sult has been, ho far, very different from what was then 
anticipated. Of events in that quarter of the globe, with 
which we hav^ so much intercourse, and from which we 
derive our origin, we have always been anxious and in- 
terested spectator:}. The citizens of the United States 
cherish sentiments the most friendly in favor of the liberty 
and happinesii of their fellow-men on that side of the 
Atlantic. In the wars of the European powers, in matters 
relating to themselves, we have never taken any part, 
nor does it comport with our policy so to do. It is only 
when our ri^ht-t are invaded or seriously menaced, that 
we resent ii^juries or make preparation for our defense. 
With the movements in tiiis hemisphere we are of neces- 
sity more immediately connected, and by causes which 
must be obvious {■n h\\ enlightened and impartial obser- 
vers. Trie political sy^ttem of the allied powers is essen- 
tially different m this respect from that of America. 
Tiiis difference proceeds from that which exists in their 
re-^pective governments. And to the defense of our own, 
wttlch has been achieved by the loss of so much blood and 
tre«:<ure, and matured by the wisdom of their most 
eiili.i?htened citizens, and under which we have enjoyed 
unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We 
i*we it, the* ef ire, to candor, and to the amicable relations 
trxisting between the United 3tates and those powers to 
deulnre, that we should consider any attempt on their 
part to extend their system to- any portion of this hemi- 
sphere as dangerous to our peace and safety. With the 
ext;4ting colonies or dependencies of any European power 
we have not interfered, and shall not interfere. But with 
t4ie governments who have declared their independence, 



and maintained it, and whose Indepen.lence wc have, on 
great consideration, and on just principles, acknowledged, 
we could not view any interposition for the purpose of 
oppressing them, or controlling in any other manner their 
destiny, by any European power, in nny other light than 
as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward 
the United States. In the war between these new govern- 
ments and Spain, we declared our neutrality at the time 
of their recognition, and to this we have adhered, and 
shall continue to adhere, provided no change shall occur, 
which in the judgment of the competent authorities of this 
Government, shall make a corresponding change on the 
part of the United States indispensable to their security. 
** The late events in Spain and Portugal show that Europe 
is still unsettled. Of this important fact no stronger proof 
can be adduced than that the allied powers should have 
thought It proper, on a principle satisfactory to them- 
selves, to have interposed by force in the internal concerns 
of Spain. To what extent such interposition may be car- 
ried, on the same principle, is a question to which all 
independent powers, whose governments differ from 
theirs, are interested — even those most remote, and surely 
none more so than the United States. Our policy in re- 
gard to Europe, which was adopted at an early stage of 
the wars which have so long agitated that quarter of the 
globe, nevertheless remains the same, which is, not to 
interfere In the internal concerns of any of its powers ; to 
consider the Government, de facto^ as the legitimate 
Government for us ; to cultivate friendly relations with it, 
and to preserve those relations by a frank, firm, and 
manly policy ; meeting, in all instances, the just claims of 
every power, submitting to injuries from none. But in 
regard to these continents, circumstances are eminently 
and conspicuously different. It is impossible tha* the 
allied powers should extend their political system to any 
portion of either continent without endangering our 
peace and happiness ; nor can any one believe that oui 
southern brethren, if left to themselves, would adopt it of 
their own accord. It is equally impossible, therefore, 
that we should behold such interposition, in any form, 
with indifference. If we look to the comparative strength 
and resources of Spain and those new Governments, and 
their distance from each other, it must be obvious that 
she can never subdue them. It is still the true policy of 
the United States to leave the parties to themselves, in 
the hope that other powers will pursue the same course.** 
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STATES AND STATESMEN ON THE SLAVEEY QUESTION. 



WISCONSIN FOR FREB SOIL. 

The following resolutions were adopted by 
the Wisconsin (Democratic) Legislature in 1848, 
with only three dissenting votes in the Senate 
and five in the House : 

WhereaAy Slavey is an evil of the first magnitude, 
morally and politically, and wiiatever may be the 
consequences, it is our duty to prohibit its extension in 
an cases where such prohibition is allowed by the Con- 
stitution : Therefore, 

Bmol/ced^ By the Senate and Assembly of the State of 
Wisconsin, that the introduction of Slavery Into this 
country is to be deeply deplored ; that its extension 
ought to be prohibited by every constitutional barrier 
wiUiin the power of Congress ; that in the admission of 
new territory into the Union, there ought to be an in- 
hibitory provision against its introduction, unless clearly 
and unequivocally admitted by the Constitution — inas' 
much as in all cases of doubtful construction, the Rights 
of Man and the cause of Liberty ought to prevaiL 

Jiesolved, That our Senators in Congress be, and they 
are hereby, instructed, and our Representatives are re- 
quested, to use their influence to insert into the organic 
act for the government of any new territory already 
acquired or he: eafter to be acquired, that is now free, an 
ordinance forever p.ohiblting the introduction of 
Slavery or involuntary servitude into said territory ex- 



cept as a punishment for crime, of which the party shall 
have been duly convicted according to law. 

BesoUoed^ That His Excellency the Governor is here- 
by requested immediately to forward a copy of the fore- 
going resolutions to each of our Senators and Represen- 
tatives, to be by them laid before Congress. 

THE DEHOCRAGT OF MAINE FOR THE WILMOT 

PROVISO. 

Resolutions adopted by a Convention of the 

Democratic party of Maine, in June, 1849 : 

Jie^oh>&d^ That the institution of human Slavery is at 
variance with the theory of our government, abhorrent 
to the common sentiments of mankind, and fraught with 
danger to all who come within the sphere of its influence, 
that the Federal Government possesses adequate power 
to inhibit its existence in the Territories of the Union ; 
and that we enjoin upon our Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress to make every exertion and employ all 
their influence to procure the passage of a law forever 
excluding Slavery from the Territories of California and 
New-Mexico. 

DELAWARE FOR FREE TERRITOIIT. 

The following preamble and resolution wore 
adopted by the Legislature of Delaware iu 
1847 : 
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WAsrsa^^ A crisis has arrived in the public affairs of 
the Nation, which requires the free and fuil expreitsiou of 
the peop'e, througli their legal representatives; and 
Whereas, The United States is at war with tiie Republic 
of Mexico, occasioned liy the Annexation of Texas, with 
a Tiew to the a<l«iiilon of Slave Territory to our country, 
and the extending of Slave power in our Union; and 
Whereas., In the opinion of the General Assembly, such 
acquisitions are hostile to the spirit of our Free lusti- 
tutioas, iin<i contrary to sound morality ; therefore be it 

KesoUaed, By the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the State of Delaware in General Assembly met, That 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress are hereby 
requested to vote agitinfit the annexation of any Territory 
to our Union, witich shall not tbereafter be forever free 
from Slavery. 

MASSACHUSETTS AGAINST SLATEBT. 

The following resolution was passed by the 
Legislature of Massachusetts in 1847, in con- 
nection with others on the subject of the Mexi- 
can war. 

ResoUsed-, That our attention is directed anew to the 
wrong and *• enormity •' of Slavery, and to tl>e tyranny 
and usurpation of the *'• Slavu Power," as displayed in the 
history of our country, particularly in the annexation of 
Texas, and the present war with Mexico, and that we are 
impressed with ths unalterable condition, that a reganl 
for the fair fame of our country, fur the principle of 
morals, and for that righteousness that exalteth a nation, 
sanctions and requircJ all constitutional efforts for ihe 
destruction of the unjust influence of the Slave power, 
and for tlie abolition of Slavery within the limits of the 
United States. 

THE WHiaS OF MASSACHUSETTS AGAINST 

SLAVKBY. 

The Mas!iachusetts State Conyention, held at 
Springfield, in the latter part of the month of 
September, 1847, and at which Daniel Webster 
was Douiinated as a candidate for the Presi- 
dency, passed the following among other re- 
solutions : 

ReeoUoed^ That the war with Mexico-^the predicted, if 
mot tiie legitimate offspring, of the annexation of Texas — 
Ywgun In a palpnble violation of the Constitution, and 
the ttsorpation uf the powers of Congress by the Presi- 
defit, %ftd carried on in reckless indifference and disregard 
of the blood and treasure of the Nation — can have no 
ol^Jeot wliich can be effected by the acquisition of Mexi- 
can territory, under tlie circumstance of the country — 
unless under adequate securities for the protection of 
human liberty — can have no other probable result than 
the ultimate advancement of tli<f secilonal supremacy of 
the Slavi Power. 

Aftei recommending "Peace with Mexico, 
without dismemberment," and " No addition of 
Mexican Territories to the American Union," 
the Convention 

Reeoleed, That if this course should be rejected and the 
war shall be prosecuted to the final subjection or dismem- 
berment of Mexico, tlie Whigs of Maissachusetts now de- 
clare, and put tills dvcUraiion of purpose on record, that 
Massachusetts will never consent that Mexican Territory, 
however acquired, sliail become a part of the American 
Union, unless on the unalterable cottdition that ** there 
ihall be neither Slavery nor Involuntary Servitude tliereiu, 
otherwise ihm in the punishment of crime." 

Resolved, Tii&t in making this declaration of her pur- 
pose, Massachustrttd announces no new principle of action 
in regard to her sifter S> ates. and makes no new applica- 
tion of principles already acknowledged. Bite merely 
states the great American principle embodied in our De- 
claration of Independence — the political equality of per- 
sons in tlie civil ittate ; the principles adopted in the legis- 
lation of the States under the Confederation, and some- 
times by the Constitution — in the admission- of ail the 
new States formed from the only Territory belonging to 
the Union at the adoption of the Constitution — ii is, in 
short, the imperishable principle set forth in the ever 
memorable Ordinance of 1787*, which has for more than 
half a Century been the fundamental law of human 
liberty in tlie f;reat valley of the Lakes, tlie Ohio, and 
Uie Mi88i>sii>pi, with what brilliant success, and with what 
unparalleled results, let the great and growing States of 
Ohio, Indiana, lllitiois, Michigan, and Wisconsin, answer 
and declare. 



MR. WBBSTKR AGAINST SLAVERY KXTENSIOi*. 

In the United States Senate, in Aug., IS-iS, 

Mr. Webster, in speaking on tlie bill to organize 

the Territory of Oregon with a claujje prohibiv 

ing Slavery, said : 

The question now is, whether it is not competent te 
Congress, In the exercise of a fair and Just discretion, tc 
say that, considering that tliere have been five slave- 
holding States (Louisiana, Florida, Arkansas, Missoun 
and Texafl) added to the Union out of foreign acquui- 
tions, and as yet only one Free State, whether, under thi( 
state of things, it is unreasonable and unjust in th« 
slightest degree to limit their farther extensl . »\ ? That if 
the question. I see no Injostice in it. As to tke powet 
of Congress I have nothing to add to what I said tht 
other day. I have said that I shall consent to no £j» 
tension of ^ (vrea of Slavery on this Continent, po, 
any inorJ^L of Slave Representation in ihe oth» 
ffouse qf ofHreee, 

MILLARD riLLMOBE^S TIKWS. 

liu BuffoLo Letter o/1838. 

BnvrALO, Oct IT, 183?. 

Sir : Tour <Mmmunieation of the ISth Inst., as chairman 
of the committee appointed by " The Anti-Slavery Society 
of the County of Erie," has Just come to hand. You solicit 
my answer to the following interrogatories : 

1st. Do you believe that petitions to Congress, on the 
subject of Slavery and the Slave-trade, ought to be re- 
ceived, read, and respectfully considered by the reprcseu- 
tatives of the people ? 

2d. Are you opposed to the annexation of Texas tc tiiis 
Union under any cfa'cumstances, so long as slaves are belt? 
therein ? 

8d. Are you In favor of Congress exercising all the 
power it possesses to abolish the Internal Slave-trade be- 
tween the States ? 

4th. Are you in favor of immediate legislation for the 
Abolition of Slavery in the District of Columbia ? 

Answer. — I am much engaged, and have no time to 
enter into argument, or explain at length my reasons for 
my opinions. I shall therefore content myself, for t!'« 
present, by answering all your interrogatories in tiie afiir- 
mative, and leave for some future occasion a more ex- 
tended discussion on the subject. 

I would, however, take this occasion to say, that in thus 
fi'ankly giving my opinion, I would not desire to have it 
understood in the nature of n pledge. At the same time 
that I seek no disguise, but freely give my sentiments rn 
any subject of interest to those for whose suffrages I am a 
candidate, I am opposed to giving any pledge that shall 
deprive me hereafter of all discretionary power. My own 
character must be the guaranty for the general correct- 
ness of my legislative deportment. On every Important 
subject I am bound to deliberate before I act, and 'ispe 
daily as a legislator, to possess myself of all the informs 
tion, and listen to every argument that can be adduced 
by my associates, before I give a final vote. If I stand 
pledged to a particular course of action, I cease to be a 
responsible agent, but I become a mere machine. Should 
subsequent events show, beyond all doubt, that the course 
I had become pledged V ptu^ue was ruinous to my con- 
stituents and disgraceful to myself, I have no alternative, 
no opportunity for repentance, and there is no power to 
absolve me from my obligation. Hence the improi»riety, 
not to say absurdity. In my view, of giving a pledge. 

I am aware that you have not asked my pledge, and 1 
believe I know your sound Judgment ana good sense too 
well to think you desire bny such thing. It was, however, 
to prevent any misrepresentation on the part of others, 
that I have felt it my duty thus much on this subject. 

I am, respectfully, your obedient servant^ 

MiLLAXD FlLLWORB. 
W. Mills, Esq., chairman. 

MR. FILLMORK'b ALBANY 8PBKCH OF 1856. 

Tiie following is Mr. Fillmore^s speech, de- 
livered at Albany, in July, 1856 : 

Mr. Mayor and JFellow-Citieens : This ovenrfaelming 
demonstration of congratulation and welcome almost de- 
prives me of the power of speech. Here, nearly thirty 
years ago, I commenced my political career. In this 
building I first saw a legislative body in session ; but at 
that time it never entered into the aspirations of my 
heart that I ever should receive such a welcome as tiiis 
in the capital of my native State. *^ 

You have been pleased, sir, to allude to my former 
services and my probable course if I should ajraiu be 
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e4Ued to the position of Chief Maglstrato of the nation. 
It IB not pleasant to speak of one's self, yet I trust that 
the occasion will justify me in briefly alluding to one or 
two events connected with my administration. You all 
know that when I was called to the Executive chair by a 
bereavement which shrouded a nation in mourning, that 
the country was unfortunately agitated f^om one end to 
the other upon the all-exciting subject of Slavery. It 
was then, sir, that I felt it my duty to rise above every , 
sectional prejudice, and look to the Welfare of the whole 
natioW. I was compelled to a cettain extent to overcome 
long-cherished prejudices, and disr^fard party claims. 
But in doing this, sir, I did no more than was done by 
many abler and better men than myseH I was by no 
means the sole instrument, under Providence, in har- 
moni^ng these difficulties. There were at that time 
noble, independent, high-souled men in both Houses of 
Congress, belonging to both the great political parties of 
the country — Whigs and Democrats— who spurned the 
dictation qf selfish party leaders, and rallied around my 
administration in support of the great measures which 
restored peace to an agitated and distracted country. 
Some of these have gone to their eternal rest, with the 
blessings -of their country on their heads, but others yet 
survive, deserving the benediction and honors of a 
grateful people. By the blessings of Divine Providence, 
our efforts were crowned with signal success, and when 
I left the Presidential chair, the whole nation was pros- 
perous and contented, and our relations with all foreign 
nations were of the most amicable kind. The cloud that 
hung npon the horizon was dissipated. But where are 
we now ? Alas ! threat,ened at home with civil war, and 
from abroad with a rupture of our peaceful relations. I 
shall not seek to trace the causes of this change. These 
are the facts, and it is for you to ponder npon them Of 
the present Administration I have nothing to say, for I 
know and can appreciate the difficulties of administering 
this government, and if the present Executive and his 
supporters have with good intentions and honest hearts 
made a mistake, I hope Qod may forgive them as I freely 
do. But, if there be those who have brought these cal- 
asiitles upon the country for selfish or ambitious objects, 
it is yonr duty, fellow-Citizens, to hold them to a strict 
responsibility. 

The agitation which disturbed the peace of the coun- 
try in 1850, was unavoidable. It was brought upon us 
by the acquisition of new territory, for the government 
of which it was necessary to provide territorial organi- 
Eation. But it is for yon to say whether the present agi- 
tation, which distracts the country and threatens us with 
dvil war, has not been recklessly and wantonly pro- 
duced, by the adoption of a measure to aid personal ad- 
Taoeem«nt rather than in any public good. 

Sir, you have been pleased to say, that I have the 
Union of these States at heart ; this, sir, is most true, for 
if Uiere be one object dearer to me than any other, it is 
the unity, prosperity, and glory of this great republic ; 
and I confess frankly, sir, that I fear it is in danger. I 
say nothing of any particular section, much less of the' 
several candidates befoi e the people. I presume they 
are all honorable men. But, sir, what do we see f An 
«Basperated feeling between the North and the South, on 
the most exciting of all topics, resulting in bloodshed 
and organized military ai'ray. 

But this is not all, sir. We see a political party pre- 
senting candidates for the Presidency and Vice-Presi- 
dency, selected for the first time from the Free States 
alone, with the avowed purpose of electing these candi- 
dates by suffrages of one part of the Union only, to rule 
ever the whole United States. Can it he possible that 
tiiose who are engaged in such a measure can have seri- 
oosly reflected upon the consequences which must inevi- 
tably follow, in case of success^ Can they have the 
madness or the folly to believe that our Southern breth- 
ren would subndt to be governed by snch a Chief Magis- 
trate ? Would he be required to follow the same rule 
prescribed by those who elected lilm, in making his ap- 
pointments ? If a man living south of Mason and Dixon's 
line be not worthy to be President or Vice-President, 
would it be proper to select one from the same quarter 
as one of his cabinet council or to represent the nation 
in a foreign country ? Or, indeed, to collect the revenue, 
or administer the laws of the United States? If not, 
what new rule is the President to adopt in selecting men 
for office, that the people themselves discard in selecting 
him ? Tliese are serious, but practical questions, and in 
order to appreciate them ftiily, it is only necessary to 
turn the tables upon ourselves. Suppose that the South, 
having a majority of the electoral votes, should declare 
lUit they would only have slaveholders for President 
and yice-President, and should elect such by their ex- 
clusive suffrages to rule over us at the North. Do you 



think we would subnet to it? No, not for a moment. 
And do you believe that your Southern brethren are less 
sensitive on this subject than you are, or less jealous of 
their rights ? If you do, let me tell you that you are 
mistaken. And, therefore, you must see that if this sec- 
tional party succeeds, it leads inevitably to the destruc- 
tion of this beautiful fabric reared by our forefathers, ce- 
mented by their blood, and bequeathed to us as a price* 
le^a inhe.itaik^o. 

I tell you, my friends, that I feel deeply, and there- 
fore 1 speak earnestly on this subject (cries of '* you're 
right !") for I feel that you are in danger. I am deter- 
mined to make a clean breast of it. I will wash my 
hands of the consequences, whatever they may be ; and 
I tell you that we are treading upon the brink of a vol- 
cano, that is liable at any moment to burst forth and 
overwhelm the nation. I might, by soft words, inspire 
delusive hopes, and thereby win votes. But I can nevex 
consent to be one thing to the North and another to thb 
South. I should despise myself, if I could be guilty of 
such duplicity. For my conscience would exclaim, with 
the dramatic poet : 

" Is there not some chosen curse, 
Some hiddeu thunder in tha stores ot'h-^avt;u, 
Hed with aiicoramoQ wrath, to blast the man 
Who owes hia neatness to his catmtry'a ruin r" 

In the language of the lamented, but immortal Clay 
"I had rather be right than be President !" 

It seems to me impossible that those engaged in this 
can have contemplated the awful consequences of suc^ 
cess. If it breaks asunder the bonds of our Union, and 
spreads anarchy and civil war through the land, what it 
it less than moral treason? Law and common sense 
hold a man responsible for the natural consequence of 
his acts, and must not those whose acts tend to the de 
struction of the government, be equally held responsi 
hie? 

And let me also ^dd, that when this Union is dissolved, 
it will not be divided into two republics, or two mon 
archies, but be broken into f/agmeuts, and at war with 
each other. 

MR. FILLHORE^S LETTRlt TO A XEW-YORK UNION 
MEETING IN 1859. 

The following is an extract from a letter of 
Mr. Fillmore, (dated Dec. 16, 1859), in reply to 
an invitation to attend a Union Meeting at 
Cooper Institute, New-York. 

But it seems to me that if my opinions are of any im- 
poi*tance to my countrynien, they now have them in a 
much more responsible and sat.sfactory form than I 
could give them by participating in Uie proceedings of 
any meeting. My sentiments on this unfortunate ques- 
tion of slavery, and the constitutional rights of tlie South 
in regard to it, have not changed since they were made 
manifest to the whole country by the performance of a 
painful duty in approving and enforcing the l<'ugitive 
Slave Law. What the Constitution gives I would con- 
cede at every sacrifice. I would not seek to enjoy its 
benefits without sharing its burdens and its respousibili* 
ties. I know of no other rule of political nglit or expedi- 
ency. Those were my sentiments then— they are my 
sentiments now. I stand by the Constitution of my 
country at every hazard, and am prepared to maintain 
it at every sacrifice. 

Here I might stop ; but since I have yielded to the im- 
pulse to write, I will not hesitate to express, very briefly, 
my views on one or two events which have occurred 
since I retired from ol&ce, and which, in all probability, 
have given rise to your meeting. This I cannot do iutd- 
Ugibly, without a brief reference to some events which 
occurred during my administration. 

All must remember that in 1849 and 1850, the country 
was severely a^tated on this disturbing question of 
Slavery, lliat contest grew out of the acquisition 
of new territory from Mexico, and a contest between the 
North and South as to whether Slavery should be toler 
ated in any part of that Territory. Mixed up with this, 
was a claim on the part of the slaveholding States, that 
the provision of the Constitution for the rendition of 
fu^tives from service should be made available, as the 
law of 1793 on that subject, which depended chiefly on 
State officers for its execution, had become inoperative, 
because State officers were not obliged to perform that 
duty. 

After a severe struggle, which threatened the Integrity 
of the Union, Congress finally passed laws settling these 
questions ; and the Government and the people for a 
time seemed to acquiesce in that comprorn^ise as a final 
gettleuient of tliis exciting question ; and i1 is exceedingly 
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4o be regretted that mistaken ambition or the hope of 
promoting a party triumph should have tempted any 
ftne to rai:ie th s question Hgain. But in an evil hour this 
Pandora's box of ^lavery was again opened by what I 
conceive to be an utijustifiable attempt to force Slavery 
Into Kansas by a repeal of the Misi^ouri Compromise, and 
the floods of evils now swelling and threatening to over- 
throw the Comtiiution, and sweep away the foundation 
of the Government itself, and deluge this land with ftra> 
ternal blood, may all be traced to this unfortunate act. 
Whatever might have been the motive, few acts have 
ever been so barren of good, and so fruitful of evU. 

EDWARD EVERETT^S OPINIONS ON 8LAYSRY. 

Tbk following is an extract of a speech of 
Mr. Everett, delivered iu the House of Represent 
tatives, March 9, 182B. (See fienton^s Abridg- 
ment of Congressional Debates, vol. 8, page 
111.) 

Having touched upon this point, I ought, perhaps, to 
add that, if there are any members in this House of that 
class of politicians to whom the gentleman from North 
Carolina ( Mr. Saunders) alluded, as having the disposition, 
though not the power, to disturb the compromise contained 
in the Constitution on this point, I am not of the number. 
Neither am I one of those citizens of the North, to whom 
another honorable gentleman referred, in a pubUcatlon to 
which his name was subscribed, who would think it im- 
moral and irreligious to join in putting down a servile in- 
surrection at the South: I am no soldier, idr ; my habits 
and education aie very unmilitary, but there is no cause 
in which I would sooner buckle a knapsack to my back, 
and put a musket on my shoulder, than that. I would 
cede the whole continent to any one who would take it — 
to England, to France, to Spain ; I would see it sunk in 
the bottom of the ocean before I wodld see any part of 
this fair America converted into a conUnental Hayti, by 
that awful process of bloodshed and desolation, by which 
alone such a catastrophe could be brought on. The great 
relation of servitude, in some form or other, with greater 
or less departure from the theoretic equaUty of man. is 
inseparable from our nature. I know of no way by which 
the form cf this servitude shall be fixe<L but poUUcal insti- 
tuUon. Domestic Slavery — though, I confess, not that 
form of servitude which seems to be the most beneficial to 
the master— certainly not that which is most benefidal to 
t^e servant — ^Is not, in my judgment, to be set down as an 
linmoral and irreligious relation. I cannot admit that re- 
ligion has but one voice to the slave, and that this voice 
Is, " Rise against your Master." No, sir ; the New Testa- 
ment says, "Slaves, obey your Masters;" and, though I 
know full well that, in the benignant operation of Chris- 
tianity, which gathered master and slave around tlie same 
communion-table, this unfortunate institution disappeared 
in Europe, yet I cannot admit that, while it subsists, and 
where it sui>sists, Its duties are not presupposed and sanc- 
tioned by religion. I certainly am not called upon to 
meet the charges brought against this institution, yet truth 
obliges me to say a word more on the subject. I know 
the condition of working classes in ottier countries ; I am 
intimately acquainted with it in some other countries, and 
I have no hesitation in saying that I believe the slaves in 
this country are better clothed and fed, and less hardly 
worked, than the peasantry of some of the most prosper- 
ous States of the continent of Europe. Consider the 
checks on population. What keeps population down? 
Poverty, want, starvation, disease, and all the ills of life ; 
it la these that check population all over the world. Now, 
the slave population of the United States increases faster 
than the white, masters included. What is the inference 
as to the physical condition of the two classes of society ? 
These are opinions I have long entertained, and long 
gince publicly professed on this subject, and which I here 
repeat in answer to tlie intimations to which I have al- 
ready alluded. But, sir, when Slavery comes to enter 
into the Constitution as a political element— when it comes 
to afifect the distiibution of power amongst the States of 
the Union, that is a matter of agreement. If I make an 
agreement on this subject, I will adhere to it like a man ; 
but I will protest against any inferences being made from 
it like that which was made by the honorable mover of 
these resolutions. I will protest against popularity, as 
well as votes, being increased by the ratio of three-fifths 
of the Slaves. 

MR. MITCHELL^S VIEWS. 

Mr. Mitchell, of Tennessee. — Sir, I do not go the length 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, and hold that the 
exi:»tence of Slavery in this country is almost a blessing. 
Ou the contrary, I am firmly settled in the opinion that it 



is a great curse— one of the greatest evils (hat could have 
been interwoven into our system. I, BIr. Ch^rman, am 
one of those whom these poor wretches call master ; I do 
I not task them ; I feed and clothe them well ; but yet, 
alas I sir, they are slaves, and Slavery is a curse in any 
shape. It is, no doubt, true that there are persons io 
Europe far more degraded than our slaves, worse fed, 
worse clothed, etc. ; but, sir, this la far from proving that 
negroes ought to be slaves. 

John Randolph, of Virginia.— Sir, I envy neither the 
head nor heart of that man from the North who riaib here 
to defend Slavery upon principle. 

MR. CAMBRELENO'S VIEWS. 

Churchill C. Cambreleng, of N. T., (formerly of N. C.) 
— The gentleman from Massachusetts has gone too far. 
He has expressed opinions which ought not to escape with- 
out animadversion. I heard them with equal surprise and 
regret. I was astonidied to hear him declare that Slavery 
— domestic Slavery— say what you will, is a condition of 
life, as well aa any other, to be justified by morality, reli- 
gion, and international law ; and when at the close of his 
opinion he solemnly declared that this was his confession 
of faith, I lamented, sincerely lamented, that 

— — " Star-eyed Science should have wandered there 
To bring us back the message of despair." 

If, sir, among the wild virions of German philosophy I 
had ever reached conclusions like this ; if in the Aulas of 
Gottingen I had ever persuaded myself to adopt a politi- 
cal maxim so hostile to liberal institutions and the rights 
of mankind, I would have locked it up forever in the dark- 
est chambers of my mind. Or if my zeal had been tec 
ardent for my discretion, this place, at least, should never 
have been tlie theatre of my eloquence. No, sir, if such 
had been my doctrines I would have turned my back for- 
ever on my native land. Following the course of ** the 
dark rolling Danube," and cutting my way acroea the 
Euxine, I would have visited a well-known market of Con- 
stantinople, and there preached my doctrine amidst the 
rattling chains of the wretched captives. Nay, air, I 
would have gone from thence, and laid my forehead upon 
the footstool of the Sultan, and besought him to set his 
foot upon my neck, aa the recreant citiaen of a recreant 
Republic 

EDWARD EVERETT ON GEOGRAPHICAL PARTIES. 

But, air, I am not prepared to admit that geographical 
parties are the greatest evil this country has to fear. 
Party^of all kinds, in its excess, to certainly the bane of 
our mstitntions ; and I w&l not take up the time of this 
Committee by disputing which to most deleterious, araenie 
or laudanum. It to enough that they are both fatal. The 
evil of geographical partiea to, that they tend to aevertbe 
Union. The evil of domestic partiea ia, that they render 
the Union 'not worth having. I remember the time, air, 
though I waa but a boy, when under the influence of do- 
meatic partiea, near neighbora did not apeak ; when old 
acquaintancea glared at each other aa they paaaed in the 
streets ; when you might wreak on a man all the bittemees 
of your peraonal and private enmity, and grind him into 
the duat, if you had the power, and aay, he to a Democrat, 
he to a Federalist ; he deserves it. Yea, air, when party 
apirit pursued ita victim from the haUs of legislation, from 
the forum, firom the market-place, to what should be the 
sanctuary of the fireside, and filled hearts that would have 
bled to spare each other a pang, with coldness and es- 
trangement. Talk not to me of your geographical parties. 
There does not live the man, I thank God, on earth, to- 
ward whom I hkve an unkind emotion— «ne whoae rig^ta 
I would invade, whoae feelinga I would wound. But if 
there ever ahould be a man to whom I ahould atand in 
that mtoerable relation, I pray that mountaina may riae, 
that rivera may roll between ua — that he may never croes 
my path, nor I his, to turn the sweetneaaof human nature 
into bittemeaa and gall in both our boaoma.— -i^Mdi in 
ths HotuB of X&preeetUaUveBf 12M.—B&nton*» JH- 
baU8, 90l. 8, p. 718. 

MR. Everett's views in 188Y and 39. 

Oct. 14th, 1837, Hon. Wm. Jackson, of New- 
ton, Mass., wrote to Mr. Everett a long letter 
containing the following questions : 

Do justice, humanity, and sound policy, alike r** 
quire that the slaves of thto country ahould be emanci- 
pated? 

Ia it the right and duty of the citisens of the nen- 
alaveholding States to require of the General GK>vern- 
ment the abolition of Slavery in the Dtotriot of Co* 
lumbia? 
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Is it Just dT safe, with regard to our foreign relations 
and domestic compact, to admit Texas into the Union ? 

MR. Everett's reply. 

Boston, SUt October, isar. 

Sir : I have duly received your communication of the 
14th iuHt., in which you desire to be furnished with my 
views on certain questions therein propounded. Under 
other circumctances, I should deem it proper to preface 
my answer with some preliminary remarks, but my en- 
gagements at the present time compel me to reply as 
concisely as possible. 

In answer to the first question, I observe, that Slavwy 
being, by univeraal admission, a social, political, and 
moral evil of the first magnitude, it Is required by Jus- 
tice, humanity, and sound policy that the slaves should 
be emancipated by those having constitutionally the 
power to effect that object, as soon as it can be done 
peacerully, and in a manner to better the condition of 
the emancipated. I believe the most considerate por- 
tion of the people of the United States, in every quarter, 
unite in this sentiment ; and you are aware that the 
most eminent Southern names can be cited in its sup- 
port. 

In reply to the second question, I would remark, that 
all the considerations in favor of emancipation in the 
States, apply with equal force to the District of Co- 
lumbia. My opinions on this subject are fully expressed 
in the resolution adopted by the legislature last winter, 
with a near approach to unanimity, in the following 
terms : " Uesolved, That Congress having exclusive legis- 
lation in the District of Columbia, possesses the right to 
abolish Slavery in the said District, and that its exercise 
should only be restrained by regard to the public 
good." 

I know that the slave-trade is carried on to a shocking 
extent in the Oistrict of Columbia. There Is no part of 
the South, where It is reputable to be engaged in this 
trafiic ; and no Southern State, I am persuaded, would 
permit its existence in its own capital, as it exists at the 
national capital. The South and the North ought to 
unite in prohibiting it, by act of Congress — which is the 
local legislature of the District. This has been loudly 
called for, from the District itself. 1 have before me a 
copy of a petition, couched in very strong language, 
against both Slavery and the slave-trade in the District 
of Columbia, which was presented to Congress in 1824, 
srgned by nearly seven hundred and fifty names of 
'citizens of Wash.ngton, seve.al of whom were known to 
me to be of the first consideration. I may observe in 
this connection, that at the same session, I voted In the 
negative on a motion to lay upon the table the petition 
of the American Anti-Slavery Society for the abolition of 
Slavery in the District of Columbia, and on two other 
motions, intended, in like manner, to deprive this class 
of petitions of a respectful reception and considera- 
tion. 

The last question propounded by you refers to the 
annexation of Texas. It presents the subject of Sla- 
very, in most of its bearings, in a new light. In the 
States, its introduction was the result of a legislation 
fo.ced upon the colonies, and In many cases, in despite 
«if acts passed by their legislators, for the prohibition 
of the slave-trade, and regulated by the crown. Its ex- 
istence is recognized by the Constitution of the United 
States. The rights of property growing out of it are in 
some degree protected by law in the non-slaveholding 
i^tatea (^see the opinion of Chief Justice Shaw in the 
case of the Commonwealth V8, Aves — an opinion in the 
doctrines and principles of which I fufly concur) ; and 
morality and religion frown on all attempts to put an 
end to it by violence and bloodshed. But none of these 
principles countenance a voluntary extension ofSlavery ; 
and as the question of annexing Texas is one of volun- 
tary, and almost bouAdless extension, it presents the 
subject, as I have said, in a new light. It has been offi- 
cially stated by the Texan Envoy that the region so 
called contains two hundred thousand square miles. In 
other words, it might form twenty-five States as 
large as Massachusetts. In this vast region, Slavery 
was prohibited by Mexico ; it has been restored, and is 
rapidly spreading itself under the new government; 
and no one denies, that If the independence of Texas is 
sustained, Slavery will be indefinitely extended through- 
out its ample borders. 

The Executive Government of the United States has 
promptly recognised this independence, and by so doing, 
has discharged the whole duty that could be required by 
the law of nations. Whatever step we take toward an- 
nexation is gratuitous. This whole subject has been so 
ably discussed by Dr. Channing, in his recent letter to 
He. Clay, thai it would be superfluous to enlarge upon 



it I will only say, that if, at this moment, when an all- 
important experiment is in train, to abolish Slavery by 
peaceful and legal means in the British West Indies, 
the United States, instead of imitating their example, or 
even awaiting the result, should rush into a pulley of 
giving an indefinite extension to Slavery over a vast 
region incorporated into their Union, we should stand 
condemned before the civilized world. It would be vain 
to expect to gain credit for any further professions of a 
willingness to be rid of Slavery as soon as possible. No 
extenuation of its existence, on the ground of its having 
been forced upon the country in its colonial state, would 
any longer avail us. It would be thought, and thought 
justly, that lust of power and lust of gold had made us 
deaf to the voice of humanity and justice. We should 
be self-convicted of the enormous crime of having vo- 
luntarily given the greatest possible enlargement to an 
evil, which, in conceit with the rest of mankind, we 
had affected to deplore, and that at a time when the 
public sentiment of the civilized world, more than at 
any former period, is aroused to its magnitude.. 

There are other objections to the measure drawn firom 
Its bearing on our foreign relations ; but it ia unneces- 
sary to discuss them. 

I am, sir, respectfully, 

Your obedient servant, 

Edwabj) EvKaErr. 

Hon. William Jackson, 

In 1889, the following questions were put to 
Mr. Everett by Hon. A. Borden, of Massachu- 
setts: 

1. Are you in favor of immediate abolition by law of 
Slavery in the District of Columbia and of the slave traffic 
between the States of this Union ? 

2. Are you opposed to the admission into the Union of 
any new States the constitutions of which tolerate domes^ 
tic Slavery? 

The following was Mr. Everett's reply : 

Washinqton, Oct M, 1889. 

Dbar Sir : On Saturday last I only received your let- 
ter of the 18th, propounding to me certain interrogato 
ries, and earnestly requesting an early answer. . You ar« 
aware that several resolves on the subject of these in- 
quiries and their kindred topics, accompanied by a re- 
port, were introduced into the Senate of the Common- 
wealth, year before last, by a joint committee of the two 
houses, of which the lamented Mr. Alvord was chair- 
man. 

Those resolves, after having been somewhat enlarged by 
amendment, were adopted by the legislature. They ap- 
pear to cover the whole ground of your two interroga- 
tories. Having cheei fully cooperated in the passage of 
the resolves, and concurring in the general reasoning by 
which they are sustained in the powerful report of the 
chairman of the committee, I respond to both your in- 
quiries in the affirmative. 

The fii-st of the three subjects in your inquiry is the 
only one of them which came before Congress while I 
was a member. I voted in the negative on the motion 
to lay upon the table the petition of the American Anti- 
Slavery Society for the abolition of Slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and on other motions of the like char- 
acter introduced to cast off the consideration of this class 
of petitions. 

I am, dear sir, very respectfully, your friend and ser- 
vant. 

Edward Evsrett. 

Hon. Nathanisl A. Bokdsn. 

The "several resolves" to which Mr. Everett 
refers in the above letter, in the passage of 
which he " cheerfully cooperated,'' as Governor 
of Massachusetts, are as follows : 

ResoVoedy That Congress has, by the Constitution, 
power to abolish Slavery and the slave-trade in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and that there is nothing in the terms 
or circumstances of the acts of cession by Virginia and 
Maryland, or otherwise, enforcing any legal or moral 
restraint on its existence. 

Hetiolved, That Congi'ess ought to take measures to 
effect the abolition of Slavery in the District of Columbia. 

BMolved^ That the rights of humanity, the claims of 
Justice, and the common good alike, demand the sup- 
pression by Congress of the slave-trade carried on in 
and through the District of Columbia. 

Jieaolnedy That Congress has, hy the Constitution, 
power to abolish Slavery in the Territories of the United 
States. 
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[For later views of Mr. Everett, see his letter 
accepting the iiomination for the Yice-Presi- 
dencj in I860.] 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN ON THOMAS JKFF2RS0N. 

Mr. Lincoln having been invited by the Re- 
publicans of Bot^ton, to Attend a Festival in 
honor of the anniversary of Jefferson's birthday, 
on the ISth of April, 1859, replied as follows : 

SpRiKoriBLD, 111., April 6, 1859. 

Gbntlxmbn : Tonr kind note, inviting me to attend a 
festival in Boston, uu t^ie 13lh inst., in tiunor of the birth- 
day of Thomas Jefferdon, was duly received. My engage- 
ments are such that 1 cannot attend. Bearing in mind 
that about seventy years ago two great political parties 
were first formed in Ms country ; that Thomas Jefferson 
was the head of one of theui and Buston the headquarters 
of the otfier, it is botli curious and interesting that those 
supposed to descend politically from the party opposed 
to Jefferson, should now be celebrating his birthday in 
their own original seat of empire, while those claiming 
political descent from him have nearly ceased to breathe 
his name everywhere. 

Remembering, too, that the Jefferson party wae formed 
upon its supposed superior devotion to the personal 
rigiits of men, lioldlng the rights of property to be 
secondary only, and greatly inferior ; and then assum- 
ing that the 80<called Demueracy of to-day are the Jeffer- 
son, and their opponents the anti-Jefferson parties, it 
will be equally interesting to note how completely the 
two have changed ground as to the principle upon which 
they were originally supposed to be divided. 

The Democracy of to-day hold the liberal/ of one man 
to be absolutely nothing, when in conflict with another 
man's right of property. Kepul)Iicans. on the contrary, 
are both for the man and the dollar^ but In case of con- 
flict the man hejbre the dollar. 

I remember being once much amused at seeing two 
partially intoxicated men engaged in a fight with their 
great-coats on, which fight, after a long and rather harm- 
less contest, ended in eacli having fought himself out of 
his own* coat and into that of the other. If the two 
leading parties of this day are really identical with the 
two in the days of Jefferson and Adams, they have per- 
formed the same feat as the two drunken men. 

But soberly, it is now no child's play to save the prin- 
ciples or Jefferson from total overthrow in this nation. 

One would state with great confidence that he could 
convince any sane child that the simpler propositions of 
£uclid are true ; but nevertheless, he would fail, with one 
who should deny the definitions and axioms. The prin- 
ciples of Jefferson are the definitions and axioms of free 
society. And yet they are denied and evaded, with no 
small show of success. One dashingly calls them *^ glit- 
tering generalities." Another bluntly styles them '* self- 
evident lies." And others insidiously argue that they 
apply only to *' superior races." 

These expressions, differing in form, are Identical in 
object and effect— the supplanting the principles of f^ee 
government, and restoring those of classification, caste, 
and legitimacy. Ttiey would delight a convocation of 
crowned heads plotting against the people. They are 
the vanguard, the sappers and miners, of returning 
despotism. We must repulse them, or they will sutgu- 
gate us. 

Tilis is a world of compensations ; and he who would 
l>e no slave must consent to iMve no slave. Those who 
deny freedom to others deserve it not for themselves ; 
and, under a just God, cannot long retain it. 

All honor to Jefferson — to the man who, in the concrete 
pressure of a struggle for national independence by a 
single people, had the coolness, forecast, and capacity, to 
introduce into a merely revolutionary document an ab- 
stract truth, applicable to all men and all times, and so 
to embalm it there, that to-day and in all coming days it 
shall be a rebuke and a stumbling-block to the harbin- 
gers of reappearing tyranny and oppression. 

Your obedient servant, A. Lixcolx. 

Messrs. U. L. Pisaca, and others, etc. 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN ON NATURALIZATION. 



Dr. Thbodor Gahisius : 



SPRXMGruLD, May 17, 1809. 



Drar Sir — ^Tour letter, in which you inquire on ynur 
own account, and in behalf of certain other German cm- 
sens, whether I approve or oppose the constitntiohal pro- 
\\Aon to relation to naturalised citlsens which was lately 
enacted in Massachusetts, and whether I favor mt oppoao 



a fbsion of the Republicans with the other Oppositbn ele- 
ments in the campaign of 1860, has been received. 

Massachusetts is a sc/vereign and independent State, and 
I have no right to advise her in her policy. Yet, If any 
one is desirous to draw a conclusion as to what I would 
do, from what she has done, I may speak without impro- 
priety. I say, then, that so far as I understand the Mas- 
sachnsetts provision, I am against its adoption, not onl> 
in Illinois, but in every other place in which I have the 
lifht to oppose it. As I understand the spirit of otir in- 
sututions, it is designed to promote the elevation of men. 
I am, therefore, hostile to anything that tends to their de- 
basement, jk 

It is well known that I deplore the oppressed condition 
of the blacks ; and it would, therefore, be very Inconsistent 
for me to look with approval upon any measures that in- 
fringes tipon the inalienable rights of white men, whether 
or not they are born in another land, or speak a different 
language from my own. 

In respect to a fusion, I am in favor of it whenever it 
can be effected on Republican principles, but upon no 
other condition. A fusion upon any other platform 
Would be as insane as unprincipled. It would thereby 
lose the whole North, while the common enemy would 
still have the support of the entire South. The question 
in relation to men is different. There are good and pat«-l- 
otle men and able statesmen in the South, whom I would 
willingly support if t^ey would place themselves on Re- 
publican ground ; but I shall oppose the lowering of the 
Republican standard even by a hair*8 breadth. 

I have written in haste, but I believe that I have an- 
swered your questions substantially. 

Respectfully yours, 

Abraham LnrcoLX. 

NEW-YORK FOR THE WILMOT PROVISO. 

In January, 1847, Col. Samuel Young intro- 
duced the following resolve into the New-York 
State Senate, and on the 27th of that month it 
was adopted by a vote of 22 to 6 : 

Besolvedf That if any Territory Is hereafter acquired 
by the United States, or annexed thereto, the ac^ by wiiich 
such Territory is acquired or annexed, whatever such ai t 
may be, should contain an unalterable, fundainentHl ar- 
ticle or provision whereby Slavery or involuntary servi- 
tude, except as a punishment for crime, shall be forevei 
excluded from the Territory acquired or annexed. 

This resolve subsequently passed the Assembly 
by a vote which was almost unanimous. 

NEW-YORK FOR FRESD09C IN 1858. 

The following preamble and resolutions were 
adopted by the Assembly of the State of New- 
York on the 10th day of January, 1848, by a 
vote of 108 to 6, and by the Senate, a few day? 
later, by a majority nearly as emphatic as that 
of the Assembly : 

Whereae^ The President of the United States, in his 
last annual message, has recommended the establishment 
by Congress of territorial government over the conquered 
provinces of New Mexico, and the Oalifornias, and the 
retention thereof as an indemnity, in which said Terri- 
tories the Instigation of Slavery does not now exist, 
therefore 

EeeoUftd (if the Senate concur). That our Senators in 
Oongress be instructed, and our Representatives re- 
quested, to use their best efforts to Insert Into any act or 
ordinance, establishing any or all such provisional or ter- 
ritorial government or governments, a fundamental 
article or provision, which shall provide, declare, and 
guaranty, that Slavery or Involuntary servitude, except 
hs a punishment for crime, whereof the party shall have 
been first duly convicted, shall be prohibited therein, so 
long as the same shall remain a Territory. 

Jtesoived^ That the President of the Senate, and the 
Speaker of the AS!«embiy, be requested to transmit « copy 
of the foregoing resolutions and preamble to each of tlie 
said Senators and Representatives. 

NEW-YORK AGAIN FOR FREE TERRITORIES IN 1849. 

The following preamble and resolves were in- 
troduced into the New- York Senate on the 2<! ' 
of January, 1849, passed that body by a unaui> 
nious vote on the 4bh, and were concurred is 
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by the Assembly t^vo diiys later, on the dth of 
January : 

Wh^«a-8, The people of the State of New-Mexico 
have petitioned Congress for the establishment of a Ter- 
ritorial Government which sltali protect them against the 
institation of domestic Slave/y while they remain a ter- 
ritory of the United States, and have also petitioned Con- 
gress for protection against the unfounded claims of the 
State of Texas to a la -ge portion of their territory lying 
east of the Rio Grande ; and, wh&rsas, it would be un- 
just to the people of New-Mexico and California, and 
revolting to the spirit of the age, to permit domestic 
Slavery — an Institution from which they are now free — 
to be introduced among them : and, whsreas, since the 
acquisition of New Mexic • by the United States the peo- 
ple thereof have a right to expect the protection of tt^e 
General Government, and should be secured in the full 
possession and enjoyment of their Territory : therefore 

Beml/ced^ That our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress be requested to use their best efforts to procure 
the passage of laws for the establishment of govern- 
ments for the Territories acquired by the treaty of peace 
with Mexico, and that by such laws involuntary servi- 
tude, except for crime, be excluded from such Terri- 
tories. 

Resolved^ That the territory lying between the Nue- 
ces and the Rio Grande is the common property of 
the United States, and that our Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress be requested to use their best efforts to 
preserve the same as such common property^and protect 
it from the unfounded claim of the State of Texas, and 
prohibit the extension over it of the laws of Texas, or the 
institution of domestic Slavery. 

Beaolved, That the existence of prisons for the con- 
finement and marts for the sale of slaves, at the seat of 
the National Government, is viewed by this legislature 
with deep regret and mortification ; that such prisons and 
marts ought forthwith to be abolished ; therefore be it 
farther 

RswVotdy That our Senator'^ and Representatives In 
Congress be requested to use their strenuous efforts to 
procure the passage of a law that shall protect slaves 
from unjust imprisonment, and shall effectually put an 
end to the slave-trade in the District of Columbia. 

^< solved^ That the Governor be requested to forward 
eopies of the preceding resolutions to each Senator and 
Itepi-esentative in Congress from this State. 

MR. DIX FOR SLATER7 PROHIBITION. 

These resolutions were presented in the U. S. 
Senate by the Hon. John A. Dix (now, I860,) 
Postmaster of New- York, and defended by him 
in an elaborate and able speech. On the first 
resolution, he said : 

This resolution was in sentiment, if not in words, 
identical with those which have been passed by fifteen 
of the thirty States of the Union. With a single excep- 
tion, all the non-slaveholding and oneof theslaveholding 
States have declared themselves opposed to the exten* 
sion of Slavery into territory now free. Sir, I fully con- 
cur in the propriety of this declaration. I believe that 
Congress has the power to prohibit Slavery in California 
and New Mexico ; that it is oar duty to exercise the 
power, and that it should be exercised now. I am 
always for acting when the proper time for action has 
come. I am utterly opposed to any course which shall 
cast upon others the responsibility which belongs to our- 
selves. The resolution looks to the exclusion of Slavery 
from New Mexico and California during their territorial 
condition only. It does not look beyond that condition 
with a view to control the people when they shall have 
come Into the Union. It contemplates no invasion of 
State sovereignty. In this view of the subject, one of the 
New-York prcsses-which has resisted all interference with 
Slavery, even in the Territories, pronounced these resolu- 
tions conciliatory in their character. I do not know that 
I should call them either conciliatory or the reverse. 
They take firmly the ground that New-York has always 
taken, that Slavery shall by no act of hers he further ex- 
tended. She believes it to be the ground of principle, of 
justice, and of right and I do not hesitate to say she will 
never abandon it — never, never. 

TUB NEW-YORK WHIGS FOR FREEDOM IN 1847. 

At the Whig State Convention held at Syra- 
cuse, October 6, 1847, the ^on. James Broffs 
reported a brief address to the Whigs of the 
State, which was unanimously adopted. The 



follotving are extracts from the address then 
adopted : 

FeLLQW-CiTUBNS : Hitherto when we have assembled in 
Convention, there were well known and well recognized 
bounds to our country, but now that the spirit of con- 
quest has been let loose, who can teil where is his coun- 
try, whether on the Rio Grande, the Sierra Nevada, tlie 
Rio Gila or the Gulf of California, or whether part Span- 
ish, much Indian, and some Negro, Santa Fean or Call 
fornlan may not be as good an American citizen as him- 
self? Our flag is borne, with fixed bayonets to surround 
it, and unmuzzled grape-shot to clear the way, in the 
conquering footsteps of Cortes — by the base of the snowy 
peaks of Popocatapetl, to the Eternal city of the 
Aztecs -and Mexicans of every color, and every breed, 
sprung from commingling Moor and straight-haired Afri- 
can, as well as from Castile and Leon, are made Ameri- 
can citizens, or prepared for being made so, by ttie gen- 
tle logic of red-mouthed artillery, thundering from the 
bristling heights of Cerro Gordo to the bloody plains of 
Contreras and Churubusco. Wherever that flag is, with 
its stars and stripes, the emblem of our Nationality, 
there our hearts are ; but woe t woe ! to the men, we cry, 
who have dispatched it upon its mission of Conquest, 
and what is yet worse, the conversion of a Free iatw a 
Slaveholding Territory. 

Fellow-citizens, disguise the Mexican war as sophistry 
may, the great truth cannot be put down, that it exists 
because of the annexation of Texas ; that from such a 
cause we predicted such a consequence would follow *. 
and that, but for that cause, no war would have existed 
at all. liisguise its intent,- purpoi^es and consequences 
as sophistry may struggle to do, the further great truth 
cannot be hidden, that its main object is the conquest of 
a Market for Slaves, and that the flag our victorious 
legions rally around, figiit under, and fall for, is to be 
desecrated from its holy charactcfr of Liberty and Eman- 
cipation into an errant of Bondage and Slavery. In 
obedience to the laws, and in a due and f-iithful submis- 
sion to the regularly constituted government of our 
country, we will rally by and defend our flag on what- 
ever soil or whatever sea it is unfurled ; but before high 
Heaven we protest against the mission on which It is 
sent, and we demand its recall to the true and proper 
bounds of our country, as soon as in honor It can be 
brought home. We protest, too, in the name of the rights 
of Man, and of Liberty, against the further extension of 
Slavery in North America. The curse which our mother 
country inflicted upon us, in spite of our fathers* remon- 
strances, we demand shall never bliglit the virgin soil of 

the North Paciflc We will not pour out the 

blood of our countrymen, if we can help it, to turn a FrM 
into a SlcMie soil. We will not spend from fifty to a 
hundred millions of dollars per year to make a Slave 
Market for any portion of our countrymen. We will 
never, for such a purpose, consent to run up an untold 
National debt, and saddle our posterity with Fund- 
mongers, Tax-Brokers, Tax-gatherers, laying an excise or 
an impost on everything they taste, touch or live by. 
The Union as it is, the tohoU Union, and nothing bttt the 
Union, we will stand by to the last— but i^o More T&rri' 
tory is our watch-wurd,unless it be FfM. 

RKSOLTES. 

Among the Resolutions unanimously adopted 
by this Convention was the following : 

Resolwd, That while the Whig Freemen of New-Torh,. 
represented in this Convention, will faithfully adhere to 
ail the compromises of the Constitution, and jealously^ 
maintain all the reserved rights of the States, tbey 
declare — since the crisis has arrived when the question 
muHt be met — ^their uncompromising hostility to the Ex- 
tension of Slavery into any Territory now Free, or which 
may be hereafter acquired by any action of the Govern- 
ment of our Union. 

FREE DESiOCRACT OF NEW-TORK CITY AGAINST 
SLAVERY EXTENSION. 

At a Free Democratic Meeting held in the- 
Park at New- York, October 9, 1848, at which 
Henry Everson presided, and S. J. Tilden, John 
Van Bureu, and John Cochrane spoke, Mr. 
Cochrane introduced the following Resolves, 
which were adopted : 

JiMolv6d, That the politics of the times indicate pre- 
cisely to whom remain the principles of the Democracy ; 
that the absence from the field of discussion of the finan- 
cial and commercial questions which formerly defined 
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political differences, permits that other party tests than 
those which, even if demanding attention, still as but 
questions of expediency, should be, as they have been, 
postponed to the consideration of that one of vital im- 
portance, the freedom of ow land. 

Beeolved^ that we thmk contemptnoosly of the mind 
which discovers in the extension of the area of Freedom 
cause for the degradation of the South. Could nature so 
belie herself that tlie preservation of their '* inalienable 
rights" to any portion of mankind, must be attended by 
proportionate violation of those of any other portion, we 
say, perish those. rights dependent on the Slavery of 
others, rather than one tittle of those be injured that are 
consistent with the rights of all ; that oar Constitution 
and our federal history speak to us through the yoices of 
the Jeffersons, the Pipckneys, the Lees, and the Ran- 
dolplxB of the South, against this miserable, false pre- 
tense. It is not so 1 The success of the fl*ee principles 
for which we contend, will reestablish the lost equality of 
the States -lost in the insidious increase of the Slave 
States from six, their original and constitutional number, 
to fifteen, the present aggressive and unconstitutional 
number— lost in the twenty-one voices and votes which 
Southern chattel slaves possess among the representa- 
tives of a free people at Washington— lost In the limited 
wealth, in the low intelligence, and in the inferior civili- 
Eatlon of the South. We would restore this lost equality, 
and, so far from degrading any portion of the Union, we 
mean to elevate the whole to the possession of that Free- 
dom which alone should be the National characteristic. 

Retol/ced^ That our senses reject the audacious asser- 
tion that the Extension of Slave Territory at the South 
will abate the evil at the North. Aside from tlie ab- 
surdity which it involves, that an evil declines in propor- 
tion to and expires with the substance which it procures, 
experience has taught, and the history of the " Peca- 
liar Institution" itself manifests, that the slaveowner 
of the ** Old Dominion" breeds an increasing gang, and 
amasses an accumulating hoard, Just as the demand for 
slaves increases with the diffusion of Slavery over free 
territory at the South. In the year 1790, when Alabama, 
Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Tennessee, 
Kentucky, and Florida, were free soil, the slave popula- 
tion was 697,896. In the year 1840, when Slavery had 
spread over this free soil, it numbered 2,487,865, being an 
hicrease in fifty years of 1,787,457 slaves. The extension 
of Slavery to new territory, instead of abating the evil 
in Maryland, Yh-ginia, Kentucky, and Missouri, where it 
numbered in the year 18 10, 596,000 slaves, has multiplied 
Ihem to 775,000, in the year 1840, showing an increase 
in thirty years of 185,000 slaves. The existence of 
Slaveiy depends on its diffusion. 

GRKIKS C. BRONSON'S OPINION IN 1848. 

In a letter dated July 15th, 1848, Mr. Bron>- 
8on, after declining an invitation to attend a 
political meeting, says : 

Slavery cannot exist where there is no positive law to 
uphold it. It is not necessary that it should be forbidden ; 
it is enough that it is not specially authorised. If the 
owner of slaves removes with or sends them into any 
country, State or Territory, where Slavery does not exiat 
by law, they will from that moment become free men, and 
will have as good a right to command the master, as he 
will have to command them. State laws have no extra- 
^rritorial authority ; and a law of Virginia which makes 
a man a slave there, caonot make him a slave in New- 
York, nor beyond the Rocky Mountains. 

Entertaining no doubt upon that question, I can see no 
occasion for asking Congress to legislate against the ex- 
tension of Slavery into free territory, and, as a question 
of policy, I think it had better be let alone. If our South- 
ern brethren wish to carry their slaves to Oregon, New- 
Mexico or California, they will be under the necessity of 
asking a law to warrant it; and it will then be in time for 
the Free Statos to realist the measure, as I cannot doubt 
they would, with unwavering firmness. 

I would not needlessly move this question, as it Is one 
of an exciting nature, which tends to sectional division, 
and may do us harm as a people. I would leave it to the 
Slaveholding States to decide for themselves, and on their 
own responsibility, when, if ever, the matter shall be 
agitated in Congress. It may be that they will act 
wisely, and never move at all ; especially as it seems 
pretty generally agreed that neither Oregon, New-Mexico, 
nor California, are well adapted to slave labor. But if 
our Southern brethren should make the question, we shall 
have no choice but to meet it; and then, whatever conse- 
quences may follow, I trust the people of the Free States 
will give a united voice against allowing Slavery on a 



t\n%\9 foot of soil where it is pot now authoriied by 
law. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Grrbhb C. BaoMBOft. 
To Messrs. J. CoCHKAm, and others. Committee. 

NKW-HAMPSHIBE FOR THE WILMOT PROVISO. 

The legislature (then Democratic) of New 
Hampshire, in June, 1847, passed the following 
resolution : 

JSesolvedt That in all territory which shall hereafter be 
added to or acquired by the United States, where Slavery 
does not exist at the time of such addition,or acquiremeot, 
neither Slavery or involuntary servitude, except for the 
punishment of crime, whereof the party has been duly 
convicted, ought ever to exist, but the same should ever 
remain free; and we are opposed to the extension of 
Slavery over every such Territory— and that we also 
approve the vote of our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress in favor of the Wihnot Proviso. 

OHIO FOR FRES SOIL. 

In the Ohio House of Representatives (session 
of 1847-8) the following resolution was passed 
by a vote of 43 to 12 : 

Betoleedf By the G-eneral Assembly of tha State of 
Ohio, that the Senators and Representatives Crom this 
State In the> Congress of the United States be and they are 
hereby requested, to procure the passajre of measures in 
the National Legislature, providing for the exclusion of 
Slavery from the Territory of Oregon, and also from any 
other Territory that now is, or hereafter may be, annexed 
to the United States. 

ILLINOIS FOR FRES BOIL. 

The following Resolutions were adopted by 
the Senate of Illinois on the 8th of ^January, 
1849, and the House of Representatives on tbo 
following day. The Legislature was largely 
Democratic in both branches at the time : 

Resolved by His Senate of ike State of lUinoU^ the 
Houee of JRepreeentaUtee concurrinff. That our Sena- 
tors in Congress be instructed, and our Representatives 
requested, to use all honorable means in their power to 
procure the enactment of such laws by Congress for the 
government of the countries and territories of the United 
States acquired by the treaty of peace, friendship, limits 
and settlement with the Republic of Mexico, concluded 
February 2, 1848, as shall contain the estpreee declarer 
Hon " that there shall be neither Slavery nor in^toluiir 
tary servitude in said territories otherwise than tn 
the punishment of crimes whereof the party shall have 
been duly convicted." 

Besol/oed by the ffouse of Representatives^ ihs Senate 
concurring herein, That the Governor be respectfully 
requested to transmit to each of our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress a copy of the joint resolution of 
the Senate, concurred in by the House on the 9th inst., 
for the exclusion of Slavery from the new territories ao- 
quiied by our late treaty with the Republic of Mexico. 

SOUTH CAROLINA FOR THE FOREIGN SLAVE-TRADE. 

In the annual message of Governor Adams, 
of South Carolina, for the year 1866, he pro- 
ceeded to argue in favor of the reopening of 
the slave-trade, as follows : 

It b apprehended that the opening of this trade will 
lessen the value of slaves, and ultimately destroy the 
institution. It is a sufficient answer to point to the fact 
that unrestricted Immigration has not diminished the 
value of labor in the northwestern Confederacy. The cry 
there Is the want of labor, notwithstanding capital has the 
pauperism of the old world to press into the grinding ser- 
vice. If we cannot supply the demand for slave labor, then 
we must expect to supply with a species of labor we do 
not want, and which Is, from the very nature of things, 
antagonistic to our lastltutions. It is much better that 
our any* should be driven by slaves, that our factories 
should be worked by slaves, that our hotels should be 
served by slaves, that our locomotives should be managed 
by slaves, than that we should be exposed to the Introdnc- 

^from any quarter of a population alien to us by birth, 
ling, and education, and which in the process of time 
must lead to the conflict between capital and labor, which 
makes It so difficult to maintain tree institutbns In all 
weadthy and civilised nations where such institutioos as 
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anrs do not exist. In all slareholding States trae policy 
<llct4i.tes that the suparior race should direct, and the 
inferior perform all menial service. Competition between 
the white and black mam for this serrice may not disturb 
Northern sensibility, but does not exactly suit our latitude. 
Irrespective, however, of interest, the act of Congress 
declaring the slave-trade piracy is a brand upon us which 
I think it important to remove. If the trade be piracy, the 
slaves must be plunder, and no Ingenuity can avoid the 
logical necessity of such a conclusion. My hopes and 
fortunes are indissolubly associated with this form of 
society. I feel that I would be wanting in duty if I did 
not urge you to withdraw your assent to an act which is 
itself a direct condemnation of your institutions. But we 
have interests to enforce a course of self-respect. I be- 
Ueve, as I have already stated, that more slaves are 



necessary to a contfaiaanoe of our Buiiuiptfy fn ptantatton 
products. I believe that they are .ieovssary to the foT 
development of our whole round of a^^p^ultural and me- 
chanical resources ; that they are necessary to the resto- 
ration of the South to an equality of power fa the Fede- 
ral Government, perhaps to the very integrity of slave 
society, disturbed as it has been by causes which have 
Introduced an undue proportion of the ruling raee. To us 
have been committed the fortunes of this pecuUw form of 
society resulting firom the union of unequal races. It has 
vindicated its claim to the approbation of an enlightened 
humanity; it has civilised and christianised the AMcan ; 
it has exalted the white race to higher hopes and purposes, 
and It is perhaps of the moet sacred obligation that we 
should give it the means of expansion, and that we shoald 
press it forward to a perpetuity of progress. 
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On the 12th of June, 1856, Mr. Hamlia rose 
iQ his place in the Senate, and spoke as follows : 

Mr. Hamlin. — Mr. President, I rise for a purpose purely 
personal, such as I have never before risea for in the 
Senate. I desire to explain some matters personal to 
myself and to my own future course in public life. 

Several Senators.— ^o on. 

Mr. Hamlin. — ^I ask the Senate to excuse me from further 
service as Chairman of the Committee on Commerce. I 
do so because I feel that my relations hereafter will be 
of such a character as to render it proper that I should 
no lonxer hold that position. I owe this act to the domi- 
nant migority in the Senate. When I cease to hannontse 
with the majority, or tests are applied by that party with 
which I have acted to which I cannot submit, I feel that 
I ought no longer to hold thtii respectable position. I 
propose to state briefly the reasons which have brought 
me to that cooolusion. 

During nine years of service in the Senate, I have pre- 
ferred rather to be a working than a talking member ; and 
so I have been almost a silent one. On the subjects which 
have so much agitated the country, Senators know that 
I have rarely uttered a word. I love my country more 
than I love my party. I love my country above my love 
for any Interest that can too deeply agitate or disturb its 
harmony. I saw, in all the exciting scenes and debates 
through which we have passed, no particular good thnt 
would result from my active intermingling in them. My 
heart has often been full, and the impulses of that heart 
have often been felt upon my lips ; but I have repressed 
them there. 

Sir, I hold that the repeal of the Missouri Compromise 
was a groi«s moral and political wrQng, unequaled in the 
annals of the legislation of this country, and hardly 
equaled in the annals of any other free oountry. Still, 
sir, jvlth a desire to promote harmony and concord and 
bromerly feeling, I was a quiet man under all the excit- 
ing debates which led to that fatal result. I believed it 
wrong then ; I can see that wrong lying broadcast all 
around us now. As a wrong, I opposed that measure- 
not. Indeed, by my voice, but with consistent and steady 
and uniform votes. I so resisted it in obedience to the 
dictates of my own Judgment. I did it also cheerfully, 
in compliance with the Instructions of the legislature of 
Maine, which were passed by a vote almost unanimous. 
In the House of Representatives of Maine, consisting of 
«oe hundred and flrty-one members, only six, I think. 
dissented; and in the Senate, consisting uf thirty-one 
members, only one member non-concurred. 

But the Missouri restriction was abrogated. The por- 
tentous evils that were predicted have followed, and are 
yet following, along in Its train. It was done, sir. In 
violation of the pledges of that party with which I have 
always acted, and with which I have always voted. It 
was done in violation of solemn pledges of the President 
of the United States, made in his Inaugural Address. 
Still, sir, I was disposed to suffer the wrong, while I should 
see that no evil results were flowing from it. We were 
told, by almost every Senator who addressed us upon 
that occasion, that no evil results would follow ; that no 
practical difference in the settiement of the country, and 
in the character of the Aiture State, would take place, 
whether the act were done or not. I hare waited calmly 
and patiently to see the fulflllment . of that prediction ; 
and I am grieved, sir, to say now that they have at least 
been mistaken in their predictions and promises. They 
Lave all signally failed. 

14 



That Senators might have voted for that measure under 
the belief then expressed and the predictions to which I 
have alluded, I can well understand. But how Senato -s 
can now defend that measure amid all its evils, which ar« 
overwhelming the land, if not threatening it with a con- 
fliigration, is what I do not comprehend. The whole of 
the disturbed state of the country has its rise in, and is 
attributable to that act alone — ^nothing el^^e. It lies at 
the fbundation of all our misfortunes and commotions. 
There would have been no incursions by Missouri border- 
ers into Kansas, either to establish Slavery, or to control 
elections. There would have been no necessity, either, 
for others to have gone there partially to aid in preserv- 
ing the country in its then condition. All would have 
been peace there. Had it not been done, that re- 
pose and quiet which pervaded the public mind then, 
would hold It in tranquillity to-day. Instead of startling 
events we should have quiet and peace within our bor- 
ders, and that fraternal feeling which ought to animate 
the citlsens of every part of the Union toward those of 
all other sections. 

Sir, the events that are taking place around as are 
indeed startling. They challenge the public mind and 
appeal to the public Judgment; they thrill the public 
nerve as electrity imparts a tremulous motion to the tele- 
graphic wire. It is a period when all good men should 
unite in applying the proper remedy to secure peace and 
harmony to the country. Is this to be done by any of us, 
by remitining associated with those who have been instrn- 
mental in producing these results, and who now Justify 
them? I do not see my duty lying in tiiat direction. 

I have, while temporarily acquiescing, stated here and 
at home, everywhere, uniformly, that when the test of 
those measures was applied to me as.one of party fidelity, 
I would sunder them as flax is sundered at the touch of 
flre. I do it now. 

The occasion involves a question of moral duty ; and 
self-respect allows me no other line of duty but to follow 
the dictates of my own Judgment and the impulses of my 
own heart. A Just man may cheerfully submit to many 
enforced humiliations; but a self-degraded man has 
ceased to be worthy to be deemed a man at all 

Sir, what has the recent Democratic Convention at 
Cincinnati dofte ? It has indorsed the measure I have 
condemned, and has sanctioned its destructive and ruin- 
ous effects. It has done more — vastly more. That prin- 
ciple or policy of Territorial Sovereignty which once had, 
and which I suppose now has, its advocates within these 
walls, is stricken down ; and there is an absolute denial 
of it in the resolutions of the Convention, if I can draw 
right conclusions— a denial equally to Congress, and even 
to the people of the Territories, of the right to settle the 
question of Slavery therein. On the contrary, the Con- 
vention has actually incorporated into the platform of 
the Democratic party that doctrine which, only a few 
years ago, met nothing but ridlijule and contempt here 
and elsewhere, namely : that the flag of the Federal 
Union, under the Constitution of the United States, car- 
ries Slavery wherever it floats. If this balefbl principle 
be true, then that National Ode which inspires us always 
as on a battle-field, should be re-written by Drake, and 
should read thus : 

" Forever float that stAndard sheet ; 

Where breathes the foe but falls before as, 
With Slavwy^ti soil beneath our feet, 
And SIacery*s banner streaming o'er us T' 

Now, sir, what is the precise eondition In which this 
natter Is left by the CineiQDlttl Ooavention? I do not 
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design to trespass manj moments on the Senate ; but al- 
low me to read and oflfer a very tew comments upon 
some portions of the Democratic platform. The first re- 
solution that treats upon the subject is in these words — 
I read Just so much of it as is appUcable to my present 
remarlcs : 

" That Congress has no power under the Constitution to in- 
terfere with or control the domestic institutions of the several 
States, and that all such States are the sole and proper iadges 
of everything appertaining to their own affairs not pronibited 
by the CoasUtuUon." 

I take it that this language, thus far. is language which 
meets a willing and ready response firom erery Senator 
here — certainly it does from me. But in the following 
resolution I find these words : 

'• ReBoivedy That the foregoing propmitfon covers, and was 
intended to embrace, the whole subject of Slavery agitation 
in CongresH." 

The first resolution which I read was adopted years 
ago in Democratic Conventions. The second resolution 
which I read was adopted in subsequent years, when a 
different state of things had arisen, and it became neces- 
sary to apply an abstract proposition relating to the 
States, to the Territories. Hence the adoption of the lan- 
guage contained in the second Resolution which I have 
read. 

Now, sir, I deny the position thus assumed by the Cin- 
cinnati Convention. In the language of the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. Crittenden), so ably and so appropriately 
used on Tuesday last, I hold that the entire and unquali- 
fied sovereignty of the Territories is in Congress. That 
is my judgment ; but this resolution brings the Territories 
precisely within the same limitations which are applied 
to the States in the resolution which I first read. The 
two taken together deny to Congpress any power of legis- 
lation in the Territories. 

Follow on, and let us see what remains. Adopted as a 
part of the present platform, and as necessary to a new 
- state of things, and to meet an emergency now existing, 
the Convention says : 

"The American Democracy recognize and adopt the princi- 
ples contained in the organic law establishing the Territories of 
Kansas and Nebraska, as embodying the only sound and safe 
solution of the Slavery question, upon which the great national 
idea of the people of this whole ooantry can repose, in its de- 
termined conservatism of the Union — ^non-interference by Con- 
gress with Slavery in the States and Territories." 

Then follows the last resolution : 

** Beae^Md. That we recognise the right of the people of all the 
Territories, including Kansas and Nebraska, acting through 
the fairly-expressed will of the majority of actual residents, 
and whenever the number of their inlutbitants justifies it, to 
form a constitution, with or without domestic Slavery, and be 
admitted into the Union upon terms of perfect eaiiaUtv with 
tho other States." 



Take all these resolutions together, and the deduction 
which we must necessarily draw from them is a denial to 
Congress of any power whatever to legislate upon the 
subject of Slavery. The last resolution denies to the peo- 
ple of the Territories any power over that subject, save 
when they shall have a sufficient number to form a con- 
stitution and become a State, and also denies that Con- 
gress has any power over the subject ; and so the resolu- 
tions hold that this power is at least in abeyance while 
the Territory is in a Territorial condition. That is the 
.only conclusion which you can draw from these resolu- 
tions. Alas ! for short-lived Territorial Sovereignty ! It 
came to its death in the house of its friends ; it was buried 
by the same hands which had given it baptism 1 

But, sir, I did not rise for the purpose of discussing 
these resolutions, but only to read them, and state the 
action which I propose to take in view of them. I may 
— I probably shall -^ake some subsequent occasion, when 
I shall endeavor to present to the Senate and the coun- 
try a fair account of what is the true issue presented to 
the people for their consideration and decision. 

My object now is to show only that the Cincinnati Con- 
vention has indorsed and approved of the repeal of the 
Missouri Compromise, firom which so many evils have 
already flowed— firom which, I fear, more and worse 
evils must yet be anticipated. It would of course, be ex- 
pected that the Presidential nominee of that Convention 
would accept, cordially and cheerfully, the platform pre- 
pared for him by his party friends. No person can ob- 
ject to that. There is no equivocation on his part about 
the matter. I beg leave to read a short extract from a 
speech of that gentleman, made at his own home, within 
the last few days. In reply to the Keystone Club, which 
paid him a visit there, Mr. Buchanan said : 

" Gentlemen, two weeks since I should have' made you a 
longer speech ; but now I have been placed on a platform 
of which I most heariUy approve, and ttiat can speak for me. 
Being the representative of the great Democratic party, and 
not simply James Buchatian, I must sauare my conduct ac- 
cording to the platform of the party, and insert no new plank, 
nor take one from it." 

These events- leave to me only one unpleasant duty, 
which is to declare here that I can maintain political 
associations with no party that insists upon such doc- 
trines ; that I can support no man for President who 
avows and recognizes them ; and that the little of that 
power with which God has endowed me shall be em- 
ployed to battle manfully, firmly, and consictently for 
his defeat, demanded as It is by the highest interests of 
the country which owns all my allegiance. 

The President. — ^The question is on the motion of the 
Senator firom Maine to be excused ftom further aerrice 
on the Committee on Commerce. 

The motioa was agreed to. 
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ACCEPTANCE OF PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES, 



MESSRS. LINCOLN AND HAMLIN ACCEPT. 

The following is the correspondence between 
the officers of the Kepublican National Conven- 
Uon and the candidates thereof for President 
and Vice-President : 

Ohioago, May 18, 1860. 

To (fie Hon. Abraham LiircoLir, oflUinoU. 

Sib : The representatives of the Republican Party of 
the United States, assembled in Convention at Chicago, 
have this day, by a unanimous vote, selected you as the 
Republican candidate for the office of President of the 
United States to be supported at the next election ; and 
the undersigned were appointed a Committee of the Con- 
vention to apprise you of this nomination, and respectfully 
to request that you will accept it. A declaration of the 
principles and sentiments adopted by the Convention 
accompanies this communication. 

In the performance of this agreeable duty we take 
leave to add our confident assurance that the nomination 
•f the Chicago Convention will be rntifled by the suffrages 
of the people. 

We have the honor to be, with great respect and regard, 
your friends and fellow-citiaens. 

GaoRQa A8HIC17V, of Massachusetts, 
President of the Convention. 
Wm. M. Evarts, of New-Tork, 
JOGL BORLiRQAin, of Oregon, 



Ephraix Marsh, of New- Jersey, 
GiDBON Wells, of Connecticut, 

D. K. Cartsr, of Ohio, 
Carl Schdrz, of Wisconsin, 
Jambs F. Simmobs, of Rhode Island, 
JoHH W. North, of Minnesota, 
Gbo. D. Blakkt, of Kentucky, 
Pbtbr T. WASHBiTRir, of Vermont, 

A. C. WiLOBR, of Kansas, 

Edward H. Rollihs, of New-Hampshira, 
Francis S. Gorkran, of Maryland, 
Norman B. Jddd, of Illinois, 
N. B. Smithbrs, of Delaware, 
Wm. H. MoCrillis, of Maine, 
Alfrbd Caldwell, of Virginia, 
Caleb B. Smith, of Indiana, 
Austin Blair, of Michigan, 
Wm. p. Clarkb, of Iowa, 

B. Oratz Brown, of Missouri, 

F. P. Tract of California, 

E. D. Webster, of Nebraska, 

G. A. Hall, of District of Columbia, 
John A. Andrew, of Massachusetts, 
A. U. Rbkdbr, of Pennsylvania. 

Sprinopild, III., May 88, 1860. 

Hon. Gkoror Ashmitn, Prwidwi ofths JSspubUean 
JUaUofuU Convention. 
Sir : I accept the nomination tendered me by the 
Convention over which you presided, and of which I am 
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formally apprised in the letter of yourself and others, 
acting as a Committee of tUe Conveatittn for that pur- 
pose. 

Tne (iecluratiuu of principles and sentiments, which 
accompanies your letter, meets my approval ; and it 
shall L>e iiiy care noi to violate, or disregard it, in any 
part. 

Imploring the assistance of Divine Providence, and 
with due rtgard to the views and feelings of all who were 
represented in the Convention ; to the rights of all the 
States, and Territories, and people of the nation : to the 
inviolability of the Constitution, and the perpetual union, 
liarmouy and prosperity of all, I am most happy to co- 
operate for the practical success of the principles declared 
by the Convention. 

Your obliged friend and fellow-citieen, 

Abraham Lincoln. 

A similar letter was sent to the nominee for 
the Vice-Presidency, to which the following is 
the reply. 

Washikqton, May 80, 1860. 

Gbntlbmen : ^our official communication of the 18th 
instant, iuft>rming me that the representatives of the 
Kepublican party of the United States, assembled at Chi- 
cago, on that day, had, by a unanimous vote, selected 
me as their candidate for the office of Vice-President of 
the United States, has been received, together with the 
resolutions adopted by the Convention as its declaration 
of principles. 

Those resolutions enunciate clearly and forcibly the 
principles which, unite us, and the objects proposed to be 
accomplished. They, address themsetves to all, and there 
is neitlier necessity nor propriety in my entering upon a 
discussion of any of them. They have the approval of 
my judgment, and in any action of mine will be faith- 
fully and cordially sustained. 

I am profoundly grateful to those with whom It is my 
pride and pleasure politically to cooperate, tor the nomi- 
nation so unexpectedly conferred ; and I desire to tender 
through you, to the memt>ers of the Convention, my sin- 
cere tliauks for the confidence thus reposed in me. Should 
tlie nomination, which I now accept, be ratified by tlie 
people, and the duties devolve upon me of presiding over 
the Senate of the United States, it will be my earnest 
endeavor faithfully to discharge them with a just regard 
for the rights of alL 

It is to be observed, in connection with the doings of 
the Republican Convention, that a l:>aramouat object 
with us is to preserve the normal condition of our Territo- 
torial Domain as homes for Free men. The able advocate 
and defender of Republican principles, whom you have 
nominated for the highest place that can gratify the 
ambition of man, comes from a State which has been 
Blade what it is, by special action, in that respect, of the 
wise and good men who founded our institutions. The 
rights of free labor have there been vindicated and 
maintained. The thrift and enterprise which so distin- 
guish Illinois^ one of the most flourishing States of the 
glorious West, we would see secured to all the Territories 
of the Union ; and restore peace and harmony to the 
whole country, by bringing back the Government to what 
it was under the wise and patriotic men who created it. 
If the Republicans shall succeed in tiiat object, as they 
hope to, they will be held in grateful remembrance by the 
busy and teeming millions of future ages. 

I am, very truly yours, 
U. Uamliit. 
The Hon. GbOrgb AsHMCN, President of the Convention, 

and otiiers of the Cuuvention. 

MR. B&KCKINRIDGE ACCEPTS. 

Washington City, July 6, 1860. 

Dear Sir : I have your letter of the 23d ultimo, by 
which I am officially informed of my nomination for the 
office of President of the United States by the Democratic 
National Convention lately assembled at Baltimore. 

The circumstances of tliia nomination will justify me in 
referring to its personal aspect. 

I have not sought nor desired to be placed before the 
country for the office of President. When my name was 
presented to the Convention at Charleston, it was with- 
drawn by a friend in obedience to my expressed wishes. 
Hy views had not changed when tJie Convention reas- 
sembled at Baltimore, and when I heard of the differenaes 
which occurred there, my indisposition to be connected 
prominently with the canT««s was confirmed and ex- 
pressed to many friends. 

Without discussing the occurrences wliich preceded the 
nominations, and which are or soon will be well under- 
stood by the country, I have only to say that I approved. 



as just and necessary to the preservation of the National 
organization and the sacred right of representation, the 
action of the Convention over which you continued to 
preside ^ and thus approving it, and having resolved to 
sustain it, I feel that it does not become me to select the 
position I shall occupy, nor to shrink from the responsi- 
bilities of the post to which I have been assigned. 
Accordingly, I accept the nomination from- a sense of 
public duty, and, as I think, uninfluenced in any degree 
by the allurements of ambition. 

I avail myseUTof this occasion to say that the confidence 
in my personal and public character implied by the action 
of the Convention, wiU always be gratefully remembered ; 
and it is but just, also, to my own feelings, to express my 
gratification at the association of my name with that cf 
my friend Gen. Lane, a patriot and a soldier, whose great 
services in the field and in council entitle liim to the 
gratitude and confidence of liis countrymen. 

The resolutions- adopted by the Convention have my 
cordial approval They are just to all parts of the Union, 
to all our citizens, native and naturalized, and they form 
a noble policy for any administration. 

The questions touching the rights of persons and pro- 
perty, which have of late been much discussed, find in 
these resolutions a constitutional solution. Our Union is 
a Confederacy of equal sovereign jStiites, for the purposes 
enumerated in the Federal Constitution. Whatever the 
common Government holds in trust for all the States must 
be enjoyed equally by each. It controls the Territories 
in trust for all the States. Nothmg less than sovereignty 
can destroy or impair the rights of persons or property. 
The Territorial Governments are subordinate and tempo- 
rary, and not sovereign ; hence they cannot destroy or 
impsdr the rights of persons or property. While they 
continue to be Territories they are under the control of 
Congress, but the Constitution nowhere confers on any 
branch of the Federal Government the power to discrimi- 
nate against the rights of the States or the property of 
thehr citizens in the Territories. It follows that the citi- 
zens of all the States may enter the Territories of the 
Union with their property, of whatever kind, and enjoy it 
during the territorial condition without let or hindrance, 
either by Congress of by the subordinate Territorial 
Governments. 

These principles flow directly from the absence of 
sovereignty in the Territorial Governments, and from the 
equality of the States. Indeed, they are essential to that 
equality, which is, and ever has been, the vital principle 
of our Constitutional Union. They have been settled 
legislatively — settled judiciously, and are sustained by 
right reason. They rest on the rock of the Constitution — 
they will preserve the Union. 

It is idle to attempt to smother these great issues, or to 
misrepresent them by the use of partisan phrases, which 
are misleading and delusive The people will look be- 
neath such expressions as " Intervention," " Congress- 
ional Slave Code," and the like, and will penetrate to the 
real questions involved. The f. lends of Constitutional 
equality do not and never did demand a " Congressional 
Slave Code," nor any other code in regard to property in 
the Territories. They hold the doctrine of non-interven- 
tion by Congress, or by a Territorial Legislature, either 
to establish or prohibit Slavery ; but they assert (fortifi- 
ed by the highest judicial tribunal in the Union; the plain 
duty of the Federal Government, in all its departments, 
to secure, when necessary, to the citizens of all the 
States, the enjoyment of their property in the common 
Territories, as eveiywhere else within its jurisdiction. 
The only logical answer to this would seem to be to 
claim sovereign power for the Territories, or to deny 
that the Constitution recognizes property in the services 
of negro slaves, or to deny that such property can exist. 

Inexorable logic, wlrich works Its steady way through 
clouds and pasiion, compels the country to meet Uio 
Issue. There is no evasive middle ground. Already the 
signs multiply of a fanatical and growing party, whicL 
denies that under the Constitution, or by any other law, 
slave property can exist ; and ultimately the struggle 
must come between this party and the National Demo- 
cracy, sustained by all the other conservative elements 
in the Union. 

I think it will be impossible for a candid mind to dis- 
cover hostility to the Union or a taint of sectionalism 
in the resolutions adopted by tbe Convention. The 
Constitution and the Union repose on the equality 
of the States, which lies like a broad foundation under- 
neath our whole political structure. As I construe 
them, the resolutions simply assert this equality. They 
demand nothing for any State or section that is not 
cheerfully conceded to all the rest. It is well to remem- 
ber that the chief disorders which have afflicted our 
country have grown out of the violation of State equality, 
and that as long as this great principle has been respected 
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we tiave %een blesfled with harmony and peace. Nor will 
It be easy to persuade the country that resolttthins are 
aectional wh.ch command the support of a minority of 
the States, and ate approved by the bone and bqdy of 
the old Democracy, and by a vast moss of conservative 
opinion everywhere, without regard to party. 

It has been necessaiy more than once in our history, 
to pause and solemnly assert the true character of this 
Oovernment. A memorable instance occurred in the 
struggle which ended in the civil revolution of 1800. 
The Kepublicans of that day, like the Democracy of this, 
were stigmatized as disunionists, but they nobly conduct- 
ed the contest under the Constitution, and saved our po- 
litical system. By a little constitutional struggle it is 
intended to assert and establish the equality of the 
States, as the only basis of union and peace. When this 
object, so national, so constitutional, so Just, shall be 
accomplished, the last cloud will disappear ft*om the 
American sky, and with common hands and hearts the 
States and the people will unite to develop the resources 
of the whole country, to bind it together with the bonds 
of intercourse and brotherhood, and to impel it onward 
in its great career. 

The Constitution and the Equality of the States ! These 
tkvi symbols of everlasting Union. Let these be the ral- 
lying cries of the people. 

I trust that this canvass will be conducted without 
rancor, and that temperate arguments will take the 
place of hot words an^ passionate accusations. 

Above all, I venture humbly to hope that Divine Provi- 
dence, to whom we owe our origin, our growth, and all 
our prosperity, will continue to protect our beloved 
country against all danger, foreign and domestic. 
I am, with great respect, your friend, 

John C. Bbkckinridok. 

The Hon. C. Cushikg, President of the Democratic National 
Convention. 

GEN. LANE^S ACCEPTANCE. 

Washingtoit, Jvne SO, I860. 

Hon. Galkb Gushing, Pbesident of the Democratic Na- 
tional Convsntion: . 

Sib — I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the 
communication you make in behalf of the Democratic 
National Contention, in which you inform me that, on the 
23d inst, I was unanimously nominated by that party for 
the office of Vice-President of the United States, with the 
request that I shall accept the nomination. 

The platform adopted, and of which you inclose me a 
copy, meets with my hearty approval, as it embodies 
what I have been contending for as the only means of 
stopping sectional agitation, by securing to all equality 
and constitutional rights, the denial of which has led to 
the present unhappy condition of public affairs. 

Compromises of constitutional principles are ever dan- 
gerous, and I am rejoiced that the true Democracy has 
seen fit to plant a firm foot on the rock of truth, and to 

five the people an opportunity to vindicate their love of 
ustice and fraternal regard for eaeh other^s rights. 

Non-intervention on the subject of Slavery, I may em- 
phatically say, is that cardinal maxim of the Democracy 
— non-intervention by Congress and non-intervention by 
Territorial Legislatures, as Is fuUy stated in the first reso- 
lution of the adopted platform. 

In vain should we declare the former without insisting 
upon the latter; because^ to permit Territorial legisla- 
tures to prohibit or establish Slavery, or by unfriendly le- 
gislation to Invalidate property, wotdd be granting powers 
to the creature or agent, which, It is admitted, do not ap- 
pertain to the principal, or the power that creates ; besides 
which, it would be fostering an element of agitation In ihe 
Territory that must necessarily extend to Congress and 
the people of all the States. 

If the Consdtution establishes the rfght of every citizen 
to enter the common territory with whatever property he 
legally possesses, It necessarily devolves on the Federal 
Oovemmept the duty to protect this right of the citizen 
whenever and wherever assailed or infringed. The De- 
mocratic party honestly meets this agitating question, 
which is threatening to sever and destroy this brotherhood 
of States. It does not propose to legislate for the exten- 
sion of Slavery, nor for Its restriction, but to give to each 
State and to every citizen all that our forefathers proposed 
to give — ^namely, perfect equality of rights, and then to 
commit to the people, to climate, and to soil, the determi- 
nation as to the kind of institution best fitted to their re- 
quirements in their constitutional timits, and declaring as 
ft fundamental maxim, that the people of a Territory can 
only establish or prohibit Slavery when they come to form 
a constitution, preparatory to their admisuon as a State 
bito the Union. 

If, happily, our principles shall prevail, an era of peace 
and harmony will be restored to our«distracted country. 



and no nwre shaU we be troubled with the agitation o» 
this dangerous question, because it wUl be removed as 
well from the Tenitorial le^latures as from the halls of 
Congress — when we shall be tree to turn our attention to 
more useful issues, promotive of our growth kt ntUicnal 
greatness. 

Our Union must be preserved ! But' this can only hi. 
done by maintaining the Constitution inviolate in all ito 
provisions and guaranties. The Judicial auUiority, Sk 
provided by the Constitution, mu^ be maintained, and its 
debisions implicitly obeyed, as well in regard to the rights 
of property in the Territories as in all other matters. 

Hoping for success, and trusting in the truth and justice 
of the principles of our party, and in that Divine Provi- 
dence that has watched over us and made us one of the 
great nations of the earth, and that we may continue to 
merit Divine protection, I cheerfully accept the nomina- 
tion so unanimously conferred on me, and cordially in- 
dorse the platform adopted by the Convention. 

I have the honor to be, sir, with much respect, 

Your friend and obedient servant, 

JoexpH Lane. 

MR. DOUGLAS ACCEPTS.* 

WASBiNOTOir, Friday-t Jwm 29, 1S60. 

Gentlemen : In accordance with the verbal assurance 
which I gave you when you placed in roy hands the 
authentic evidence of my nomination fur the Presidency 
by the National Convention of the Democratic party, I 
now send you my formal acceptance. Upon a careful 
examination of the platform and principles adopted at 
Charleston and reaffirmed at Baltimore, with an additional 
resolution which is in perfect harmony witii the others, I 
find it to be a faithful embodiment of the time-honored 
principles of the Democratic party, as the same were pro- 
claimed and understood by all parties in the Presidential 
contest of 1848, 1&52, and 1856. 

Upon looking into the proceedings of the Convention 
also, I find that the nomination was made with great 
unanimity, in the presence and with the concurrence of 
more than two-thirds of the whole numbtr of delegates, 
and in accordance with the long-established usages of 
the party. Itfy inflexible purpose not to be a candidate, 
nor accept the nomination under any contingency, except 
as the regular nominee of the National Democratic party 
and in that case only upon the condition that the usages, 
as well as the principles of the party, should be strictly 
adhered to, had been proclaimed for a long time and 
become well known to tlie country. These conditions 
having all bcf n complied with by the free and voluntary 
action of the Democratic masses and their faithful repre- 
sentatives, without any agency, interference, or procure- 
ment, on my part, I feel bound in honor and duty to 
accept the nomination. In taking this step, I am not 
unmindful of the responsibilities it imposes, but with firm 
reliance upon Divine Providence I have the faith that the 
people will comprehend the true nature of the issues in- 
volved, and eventually maintain the right. 

The peace of the country and the perpetuity of the 
Union have been put in jeopardy by attempts to interfere 
with and control the domestic affairs of the people in the 
Territories, through the agency of the Federal Govern- 
ment, If the power and the duty of Federal interference 
is to be conceded, two hostile sectional parties must be 
the inevitable result — the one inflaming the passions and 
ambitions of the North, the other of the South, and each 
struggling to use the Federal ):Ower &nd authority for 
the aggrandizement of its own section, at the expense 
of the equal rights of the other, and m derogation of 
those fundamental principles of self-go vornment which 
were firmly established in this country by the American 
Revolution, as the basis of our entire republican system. 

During the memorable period of our political histoiy, 
when the advocates of Federal Intervention upon the sub- 
ject of Slavery in the Territories had well-nigh " precipi- 
tated the country into revolution," the Northern interven- 
tionists demanding the Wilmot Proviso for the proh&ition 
of Slavery, and the Southern interventionists, then few in 
number, and without a single Representative in either 
House of Congress, insisting upon Congressional legisla- 
tion for the protection of Slavery in opposition to the 
wishes of th » people in either case, it will be remembered 
that It required itil the wisdom, power and influence of a 
Clay and a Webster and a Cass, supported by the conser- 
vative and patriotic men of the whig and Democratic par* 
ties of that day, to devise and carry out a line of policy 
which wotald restore peace to the country and stablHty to 
the Union. The essential living principle of that policy, as 
applied in the legislation of 1850, was, and now is, no%- 
inUrvention by Congress with akmery in the TerriUh 
ries. The fair application of this just and equitable prin- 
ciple restored harmony and fraternity to a dbtracted cotm- 
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try. If we notf depart from that wise and jort poSey 
which prodaoed these happy resulto, and permit the coun- 
try to be again distracted ; if precipitated into revolution 
by a eecUonal contest between Pro-Slavery and Anti-Sla- 
very interventionists, where shall we look for another Clay, 
another Webster, or another Cass to pilot the ship of State 
over the breakers into a haven of peace and safety ? 

The Federal Union must be preserved. The Constitu- 
lionmust be m^ntained inviolate in all its parts. £veiy 
light guaranteed by the Constitution must be protected 
by law in all cases where legislation is necessary to its en- 
joyment. The judicial authority, as provided in the Con- 
stitution, must be sustained, and its decisions implicitly 
obeyed and fidthfuUy executed. The laws must be ad- 
ministered and the constituted authorities upheld, and 
all unlawful resistance to these things must be put down 
with firmness, impartiality and fidelity, if we expect to 
enjoy and transmit unimpaired to our posterity, that 
blessed inheritance which we have received in trust from 
the patriots and sages of the Revolution. 

With sincere thanks for the kind and agreeable man- 
ner in which you have made known to me the action of 
the Convention, I have the honor to be. 

Your friend and fellow citizen, 
S. A. Douglas. 
Hon, Vfu. H. Ludlow, of New- York ; B. P. Dick, of 
North Carolina ; P. C. Wicklivv, of Louisiana, and others 
of Committee. 

MR. FITZPATRICK DECLINES. 

Washjhotok, June 25, 1860. 

Gbntlbmkn : Your letter of to-day, informing me that j 
^' have been unanimously nominated by the National Con- 
vention of the Democratic party, which met at Charleston 
on the 2dd day of April last, and adjourned to meet at 
Baltimore on the 18th day of June, as their candidate for 
the office of Vice-President," was duly received. 

AcknowledgiuK with the liveliest sensibility this distin- 
guished mark of your confidence and regard, it is with no 
ordinary feelings of regret that considerations, the recital 
of which I will not impose upon you, constrain me to de- 
cline the nomination so flatteringly tendered. My desig- 
nation as a candidate for this high position would have 
been more gratifying to me if it had proceeded flrom the 
united Democracy — ^united both as to prhiciples and men. 

The distracting differences at present existing in the 
ranks of the Democratic party were strikingly exemplified 
both at Charleston and at Baltimore, and, in my humble 
opinion, distinctly admonish me that I should in no way 
contribute to these unfortunate divisions. 

The Black Republicans have harmoi^ously (at least in 
Convention) presented their candidates for the Presidency 
and Vice-Presidency. So have the Constitutional Union 
party (as it is termed). Each party is already engaged in 
the contest. In the presence of such organizations we still, 
unfortunately, exhibit a divided camp. What a melan- 
choly spectacle ! It is calculated to cause every Democratic 
citizen who cherishes the Constitution of his country to 
despond, if not to despair, of the durability of the Union. 

Desirous, as far as I am capable of exercising any influ- 
ence, to remove every obstacle which may prevent a resto- 
ration of the peace, harmony, and perfect concord of that 
glorious old party to which I have been inflexibly devoted 
from early manhood — a party which, in my deliberate 
opinion, is the only real and reliable ligament which binds 
the South, the North, the East, and the West together upon 
constitutional principles — ^no alternative was left to me 
but that which I have herein most respectfully communi- 
cated to you. 

For the agreeable manner in which you have conveyed 
to me the action of the Convention, accept my sincere 
thanks. 
Very truly your friend and obedient servant, 

B. FITZPATRICK. 

To W«. H. Ludlow, of New-York, and others. 

The Democratic National Committee subse- 
quently nominated the Hon. Herschel V. John- 
son, of Georgia, who accepted the position. 

MR. BELL ACCEPTS. 

Nashvulb, May 21, 1860. 
Dkab Sir : Offldal information of my nomination to the 
Presidency by the National Union Convention, of which 
you were the presiding officer, was communicated to me 
by your letter of the 11th Inst., at Philadelphia, on the 
eve of my departure with my family for my place of resi- 
dence in Tennessee ; and diffident as I was of my worthi- 
ness, I did not hesitate to signify my intentior in accept 
the position assigned to me by that distinguished and pa- 
triotic bedy. fiat for convenience, and under a sense of 



the propriety of aoting in so giave a matter with greater 
deliberation, I concluded, as I Informed you at the time 
by a private note, to d«'fer a formal acceptance until after 
my arrival at home. 

Now that I have had all the leisure I could desire for re- 
flection upon the circumstances under which the nomina- 
tion was made, the purity of the motives and the lofty 
spirit of patriotism by which the Convention was anima- 
ted, as evinced in all its proceedings, I can appreciate 
more Justly the honor done me by the nomination ; and, 
though it might have been more fortunate for the country 
had it fajlen upon some one of the many distinguished states- 
men whose names were brought to the notice of the Con- 
vention, rather than myself, I accept it, with all its possi- 
ble responsibilities. Whatever maybe the issue of the 
ensuing canvass, as for myself, I shall ever regard it as a 
proud distinction— one worth a lifelong effort to attain— 
to be pronounced worthy to receive the highest office in 
the Government at such a time as the present^andby such 
a Convention as that which recently met in Balthnore — a 
Convention far less imposing by the number of its mem- 
bers, large as it was, than by their high character. In it 
were men venerable alike for their age and their publle 
services, who could not have been called from their volun- 
tary retirement from public life, but by the strongest sense 
of patriotic duty ; others, though stUl in the prime of life, 
ranking with the first men of the country by honors and 
distinctions i^eady acquired in high official positions, 
State and national, many of them statesmen worthy to fill 
the highest office in the govemmenf ; a still greater num- 
ber occupying the highest rank in their respective profes- 
sional pursi^ts ; others distinguished by their intelligence 
and well-earned Influence in various walks ot private Ufe, 
and all animated and united by one spirit and one pur- 
pose — ^the result of a strong conviction that our political 
system, under the operation of a complication of disorders, 
is rapidly approaching a crisis when a speedy change must 
take place. Indicating, as in diseases of the physical body, 
recovery or death. 

The Convention, in discarding the use of platforms, ex- 
act no pledge from those whom they deem worthy of the 
highest trusts under the Government ; wisely conridering 
that the surest guaranty of a man*B future usefulness and 
fidelity to the great interests of the country, in any offi- 
cial station to which he may be chosen, is to be found in 
his past history connected with the public service. The 
pledge implied in my acceptance of the nomination of the 
National Union Convention is, that should I be elected, I 
will not depart from the spirit and tenor of my past 
course ; and the obligation to keep this pledge derives a 
double force from the consideration that none is required 
from me. 

Yuu, sir. In your letter containing the official announce- 
ment of my nomination, have been pleased to ascribe to 
me the merit of moderation and justise iu my past public 
career. Vou have likewise giv- n me credit for a uni- 
form support of all wise and beneficent measures of legis- 
lation, for a firm resistance to all measures calculated to 
engender sectional discord, and for a lifelong devotion to 
the Union, harmony, and prosperity of these States. 
Whether your personal partiality has led you to over- 
state my merits as a public mau or not in your enumera- 
tion of them, you have presented a summary — a basis of 
all sound American statesmanship. It may be ol^Jected 
that nothing Is said In this summary, iu express terms,of 
the obligations Imposed by the Constitution ; but the 
duty to respect and observe them is clearly implied, for 
without due observance in the conduct of the Govern- 
ment of the Constitution, Its restrictions, and require- 
ments, fairly Interpreted in accordance with Its spirit 
and ot^ects, there can be no end to sectional discord — no 
security for the harmony of the Union. 

I have not the vanity to assume that in my past con- 
nection with the public service I have exemplified the 
course of a sound American statesman ; but if I have 
deserved the favorahle view taken of it in your letter, I 
may hope, by a faithful adherence to the maxims by 
wtiich I have heretofore been guided, not altogether to dis- 
appoint the confidence and expectations of those who 
have placed me in my present relation to the public ; and 
if, under Providence, I should be called to preside over 
the affairs of this great country as the Executive Chief of 
the Government, the only further pledge I feel called upon 
to make 1^, that the utmost of my ability, and with what- 
ever strength of will I can command, ail the powers and 
Infiuence belonging to my official station,shall be employed 
and directed for the promotion of all the great objects for 
which the Government was instituted, but more espe- 
cially for the maintenance of the Constitution and the 
Union against all imposing influences and tendencies. 

I cannot conclude this letter without expressing my 
high gratification at the nomination to the 9*icood officf 
under the Government, of the eminently-gifted and dis- 
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tlngnished titateaman of Massachusetts, Gdirard Everett, 
a (rentlemen held by general con«eDt to be altogether 
worthy or the first. 

Tendering my grateful acknowledgments for the kind 
and complimentary manner in which you were pleased 
to accompany the communication of my nomination, I 
am, dear sir, with the highest respect. 

Your ohedient servant, Johk Bell. 

To the Hon. Wahhixoton Hunt. 

MR. EYKRETT S ACCRPT1.NCE. 

Boston, May 29, 1860. 

Mr Drar Sir : I have duly received your letter of the 
11th, in which you Inform me officially, that the National 
Union Convention, recently in session at Baltimore, had 
done me the honor to nominate me as its candidate for 
the office of Vice-President of the United States. 

I am deeply impressed with this manifestation of the 
favorable opinion of the Convention, comprising as it did 
among its members so nutny persona distinguished for 
public service, patriotism and intelligrence ; and fairly 
representing a considerable portion of the conservative 
feeling of the country. For the great cordiality with 
which, as you inform me, my name was proposed and 
received, my warmest thanks are due. 

The grateful acceptance of such a nomination would, 
under ordinary circumstances, be a matter of courae ; 
but it has unavoidably been with me the subject of long 
and anxious hesitation. The grounds of this hesitation I 
owe it to the Conventiop which has honored me with 
this mark of its confidence, and to myself, to explain ; 
loath as I am to dwell on matters of personal interest 
of no importance to the public. 

It is generally known that I have, for some years 
past, retired from active participation in political life, 
not, as I hope I have shown, from indolence or want of 
sympathy with my fellow-citizens in the pursuit of the 
great objects of social life. The reasons of my retire- 
ment have been more than once publicly stated, and I 
beg to repeat them here from my speech at the Union 
meeting in Faneuil Hall last December : 

" I did not suppose that anything could occur which 
would make me think it my duty to appear again on this 

Elatform, on any occasion of a political character ; and 
ad this meeting been of a party nature, or designed to 
promote any party purposes, I should not have been 
here. When compelled, by the prostration of my health, 
five years ago, to resign the distinguished place which I 
then filled in the public service,it was with no expectation, 
no wish, and no intention of ever again mingling in the 
scenes of public life. I have, accordingly, with the par- 
tial restoration of my health, abstained firom all partici- 
pation in political action of any kind ; partly because I 
have found a more congenial, and, as I venture to think, 
a more useful occupation, in seeldng to rally the affec- 
tions of my countrymen. North and South, to that great 
name and precious memory which are left almost alone 
of all the numerous kindly associations which once 
bonnd the different sections of the country together, and 
also because,^ between the extremes of opinion that have 
long distracted and now threaten to convulse the coun- 
try, I find no middle ground of practical usefulness, on 
^hich a friend of moderate counsels can stand." 

''t having been suggested to me, notwithstanding these 
avowals, that I might be thought of; at the Union Con- 
vention, as a candidate for the Presidency, I requested, 
by telegraphic message and by letter, that my name, if 
brought forward, might be withdrawn. It Is true that in 
these communications I had only in view a nomination 
to the Presidency, none other having been suggested to 
me ; but all the reasons above indicated, which led me 
in advance to decline such a nomination, apply with 
equal force to the Vice-Presidency. These reasons, of 
course, still exbt in unimpaired force, and I cannot now 
take an active part in politics without abandoning a 
deliberately formed purpose, and even exposing myself 
to the suspicion of insincerity in its persistent avowal. 

Without dwelling upon these considerations, of which, 
however, I am sure the weight will be admitted, I beg 
leave to advert for a moment to my connection with the 
movement for the purchase of Mount Vernon, to which 
your letter alludes in such obliging terms. The favor 
which has attended my exertions in that cause (if I may 
without indelicacy say anything on that subject) has been 
mainly the result of my known and recognized discon- 
nection fi-om party politics. If it could have been even 
plausibly insinuated that I was, or intended to become, 
a candidate for high political honors, I should, tU my 
various excursions in aid of that fund, have laid myself 
open to the imputation of speaking one word for Mount 
. Vernon and two for myself. As itls, the people through 
6ut the Union have generously given me credit for hav- 



ing a single eye to that meritorious object. As far as tlia 
purchase of Mount Vernon is concerned, that object has 
been effected, under the judicious and efficient man* 
agement of the Regent and Vice-Kegents of the Asso- 
ciation, with the aid of theh' intelligent and active assist- 
ants throughout the Union. But a sum of money equal 
to that already raised is still wanting for the repair of 
the Mansion, the inclosure of the land purchased, the 
restoration of the house and grounds, as far as practi- 
cable, to thehr condition in 1800, and the establishment 
of a permanent fund for their conservation. I own 
that I am desirous still to enjoy the privilege of colipe- 
rating in this noble work, w^hich, however, it will be ii»- 
possible for me to do to any advantage, whatever ma^ 
be the result of the present canvass, if I am drawn into 
the vortex of a strenuously contested election. There 
are many parts of the country which I have not yet 
visited. I had promised myself a rich harvest from the 
patriotic liberality of the States on the Gulf of Mexico, 
and of those on the Mississippi River (which I have not 
yet been able to visit, with the exception of Missouri, 
through often kindly invited), and I confess that it i« 
very painful to me to withdraw from that broad field 
of congenial labor to tread the thorny and iha/tikl€4* 
paths of politics. 

Apart flrom the pecuniary aspects of the case, -which, 
however, are of considerable importance, I will candidly 
say that in holding up to the admiring veneration of the 
American people the peerless name of Washington, 
(almost the duly bond of fraternal sentiment which the 
bitterness of our sectional controversies has left us), I 
feel as if I was doing more good, as far as I am able to 
do any good, and contributing more to revive the kindly 
feeling which once existed between North and South, 
and which is now, I grieve to say, nearly extinct, than I 
could possibly do by engaging in the wretched scramble 
for office — which is one great source of the dangers that 
threaten the country. 

These considerations, and others of a still more persouHl 
nature, have necessarily occasioned me to reflect long and 
anxiously, before accepting the nomination with which 
the Union. Convention has honored me. In yielding at 
length to the earnest solicitations which have been ad- 
dressed to me, from the most respectable sources in almo:rt 
every part of the Union, I make a painful sacrifice ot 
inclination to what I am led to believe a public duty. It 
has been urged upon me, and I cannot deny that such is 
my own feelings, that we have fallen upon Umes that call 
upon all good citizens, at whatever cost of personal con- 
venience, to contribute their share, however humble, to 
the public service. 

I suppose it to be the almost universal impression — it is 
certainly mine — ^that the existing state'of affairs is ex- 
tremely criticaL Our political controversies have sub- 
stantially assumed an almost purely sectional character- 
that of a fearful struggle between the NortJb and the 
South. It would not be difficult to show at length the 
perilous nature and tendency of this struggle, but I can 
only say, on this occasion, that, in my opinion, it cannot 
be much longer kept up, without rendL^ the Union. I 
do not mean that either of the great parties In the country 
desires or aims at a separation of the States as a final 
object, although there are extremists in considerable 
numbers who have that object in view. While a potent 
and a baleful Influence is exercised by men of UUs clasif, 
in both sections of the Union, a portion of the conserva- 
tive masses are insensibly and gradually goaded into con- 
currence with opinions and sentiments with which, in the 
outset, they had no sympathy. Meantime, almost wholly 
neglecting the main public interests, our political contro- 
versies turn more and more on questions, in reference to 
which, as abstract formulae, the great sections of the 
country differ UTeconcilably, though there is nothing 
practically important at stake which re<][ulre8 the discus- 
sion to be kept up. These controversies are carried on 
with steadily increasing bitterness and exasperation. The 
passions thus kindled have alread;^ led to acts of violence 
and bloodshed, approaching to civil war in the Territories, 
and attempted servile insurrection in the States. The 
great religious and philanthropic associations of the coun- 
try are sundered, and the kindly social relations of North 
and South seriously impaired. The national House of 
Representatives, hovering on the verge of anarchy, re- 
quires weeks to effect an organization, which ought to be 
the work of an hour, and it holds its sessions (many of its 
members, I am told, armed with concealed weapons), on 
the crust bf a volcano. The candidates for the Pre^deuoy 
represeating respectively the dominant sectional ideas, 
wUl, at the ensuing election, in all probability, be sup- 
ported by a purely geographical vote. In other words, 
we are already brought to a pass, at which North and 
South cannot and wUl not cooperate in the pericKllcal 
reorganization of the Government. 
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Can sach a state of things long continue, especially 
with the ever-present risk of new causes of exasperation ? 
I own it seems to me impossible, unless some healing 
course is adopted, that the catastrophe, which the mass of 
good citiisens deprecate, should be much longer delayed. 
A spirit of patriotic moderation must be called into action 
throughout the Union, or it will assuredly be broken up. 
Unless tiie warfare of inflammatory speeches and incen- 
diary publications is abandoned, and good citizens, as in 
1776 and 1787, North and South, will agree to deal with 
the same elements of discord (for.they existed then as now), 
HS ottr Fatiiers dealt with them, we shall but for a very 
ifew years longer be even noniinally brethren of one family. 
The suggestion that the Union can be maintained by the 
numerical predominance and military prowess of one 
section, exerted to coerce the other into submission, is, in 
my Judgment, as self-contradictory as it is dangerous. It 
comes loaded with the death smell from fields wet with 
brothers' blood. If the vital principle of all republican 
government " is the consent of the governed," much more 
does a union of coequal sovereign States require, as its 
basis, the harmony of its members and their voluntary 
cooperation in its organic functions. 

Believing, for these reasons, that healing counsels must 
be listened to, if we are much longer to remain one people, 
I regard the late National Union Oonventron as a move- 
ment in the right direction. I could wish that it had been 
earlier assembled; with less exclusive reference to official 
nominations, and with a more comprehensive representa- 
tion, if possible, of the conflicting opinions of the country. 
On general principles and in ordinary times, I admit that 
third parties are objection tible, but in the existing state 
of affairs, if there is to be any escape from the present ill- 
omened conflict, it would seem that a commencement 
must i)e made with such a meeting as that of the 9th and 
10th, at Baltimore. It was a fair representation of the 
conservative opinion of the country ; and the calmness, 
gravity and good feeling with which its proceedings were 
conducted, cannot be too highly praised. 

In adopting as its platform the Oonstitution without 
note or comment, the Convention, as it seems to me, pur- 
sued a wise and patriotic course. No other course was 
thought of in the earlier days of the Republic. Elec- 
tioneering platforms are almost without exception equivo- 
chI and delusive. It is objected that men differ as to the 
meaning of the fundamental law ; but they differ not less 
as to any gloss or commentary. The Oonstitution, in its 
fair and natural interpretation, is the only basis on which 
good citis >ns in every part of the country can now unite; 
and any attempt to go further will usually have no other 
effect than to cause those who agree on great practical 
principles to differ on metaphysical subtleties, or to bring 
together, by artfully constructed phrases and from selfish 
motives, Uiose who have nothing else In common. 

The candidate for the Presidency, presented by the 
Union Convention, is every w^^y worthy of confidence and 
support. I speak from personal knowledge and long asso- 
ciation with him in the public scrviee. His distinguisned 
talent, large experience In public affairs, proved integ- 
rity and sterling patriotism furnish the amplest pledge for 
an honest and efficient administration of the government 
at home and abroad. A citisen of the South, and loyal 
to her constitutional rights, his impartial and conciliatory 
course as a public man affords a ground on whi;:h he can 
be supported in either section of the country, without 
dereliction of principle, and by men of all parties, without 
a painful sacrifice of former preferences. 

Deeply regretting that the Convention has not put it in 
my power to pay an equally cordial and emphatic tribute 
to some worthy candidate for the Vice>Presidency, but 
feeling it a duty to give the desired proof of sympathy 
with their patriotic efforts to restore the happy days of 
brotherly concord between the different sections of our 
beloved country. 

I remain, dear sir, sincerely yours, 

EOWARO EVICRBTT. 
MR. KVERKTT ON SUMNER. 

Soon after the brutal assault on Charles Sum- 
ner, in 1866, Mr. Everett, in some remarks 
delivered at Taunton, Muss., referred to the 
subject as follows : 

The civil war, with its horrid train of pillage, fire, and 
daughter, carried on, without the slightest provoaation^ 
against the infant settlements of oifrbrettiren on the fron- 
tier of the Union ; the worse than civil war which has for 
months raged unrebuked at the Capital of the Union, and 
has at length, by an act of lawless violence, of which I 
know no parallel in the history of Constitutional Govern- 
ment, stained the floor of the Senate chamber With the 



blood of an unarmed, defenceless man, and he a Senatoi 
of Massachusetts : if by laying down my life this hour. I 
could undo what has been done the last two years (begin- 
ning with the disastrous repeal of the Missouri Compro- 
mise) to embitter the different parts of the country against 
each other, and weaken the ties which unite them, I would 
willingly, cheerfully, make the sacrifice. 

In a letter, written subsequently, in explana- 
tion of these remarks, Mr. Everett said — 

I have condemned from the outset, and still most 
decidedly condemn the policy of the late Administration 
towards Kansas. I opposed the Kansas-Nebraska bill in 
the Territorial Committee, of which I was a member. I 
voted against the amendment to the bill by which the 
Missouri Compromise was repealed. I opposed the bill to 
the best of my ability, in a speech delivered in the Senate 
on the 8th of February, 1854, of which I send you a copy ; 
and I should have voted against it on its passage (as I 
stated in my place at the next meeting of the Senate) had 
not severe illness compelled me, at 8^ o'clock in the morn- 
ing, to leave the Senate chamber before the vote was 
taken. I informed my Southern political friends, when 
the bill was brought in, that it ought to be entitled a bill 
to ** annihilate all conservative feeling in the^ non-slave- 
holding States." With these views of the subject, though, 
as I trust, for reasons higher than any effect on party 
politics, I/ully concurred in the main line o/arfftmient 
in Mr. iSiMnner^a speech. Abstaining, however, habitu- 
ally myself from all personalities in debate, and believing 
that they always irritate and never persuade nor convince 
I could not of course bestow my " unqualified approbation" 
on the maimer In wliich he treated the subject. 

GEORGIA ON EVERETT. 

On the accession of Gen. Harrison to the 
Presidency, in 1840, he nominated the Hon. 
Edward Everett as minister to England, and 
this nomination was resisted With ^eat perti' 
nacity by the entire force of the Democratic 
party in the Senate, on the ground of Mr. 
Everett^s Anti-Slavery sentiments, already qno- 
ted. The Whigs having a majority in the 
Senate, the nomination, after a severe struggle, 
was confirmed. Among those voting for the 
Confirmation was the Hon. James McPherson 
Berrien, of Georgia ; but his vote on this occa- 
sion was so distasteful to the people of Georgia 
that the legislature of that State adopted the 
following resolve : 

ResoUoed^ That the opiidons publicly proclaimed by 
Edward Everett, now minister to England of the power 
and obligation of Congress to abolish Slavery In the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to interdict the slave-trade between the 
States, and to refuse the admission into the Union of any 
Territory tolerating Slavery, are unconstitutional in their 
character, subversive of the rights of the South, and if 
carried out, will destroy this Ufiion ; and that the Hon. 
John McPherson Berrien, in sustaining for an important 
appointment, an individual holding such obnoxious senti- 
ments, has omitted a proper occasion to give an efficient 
check to such sentiments, and- in so doing has not truly 
represented the opinions or wishes of the people of 
Georgia, of either political party. 

The vote of the legislature on the adoption 
of this resolve was : In the Senate, Ayes 40 ; 
Nays 0. In the House, Ayes 101 ; Nays 40. 

JUDGE DOUGLAS ON THE MISSOURI COMPROMISE. 

In a speech delivered at Springfield, III., in 

1849, Senator Douglas, in speaking of the Mis* 

souri Compromise, said : 

It has received the sanction of all parties in every sec- 
tion of the Union. It had its origin in the hearts of all 
patriotic men who desired to preserve and perpetuate 
the blessings of our glorious ITnion— an origin akin to 
that of the Oonstitution 6t the United St-ates, eonceivt'l 
in the same spirit of fraternal affection, and calculated Ut 
remove forever the only danger which seemed to threaten 
at some distant day to sever the sacred bond of Union. 
All the evidences of public opinion seem to indicate that 
this Compromise has become canonised in the hearts of 

j the American people as a feacred thing, which no ruthless 

I hand would be reckless enough to disturb. 
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X XT B. 



OOUNTIBS. 



1856. 



ii 

O 



Androscoggin.. . 
Aroostook .. .. 
Cumberland . . . 

Franklin 

Hiuicock 

Kennebec 

Lincoln 

Oxford 

Penobscot 

Piscataquis .... 

Sagadahoc 

Somerset 

Waldo 

Washington . . . 
York 

Total 



88SS 
887 
8211 
2529 
8667 
7820 
4985 
4864 
7861 
1734 
2956 
4288 
5159 
8299 
6636 



1-9 



1699 
795 
5258 
1858 
2142 
2487 
8598 
8116 
8798 
915 
984 
1926 
8138 
2867 
5054 



67379 89080 



186 

8 

605 

21 
161 
840 
892! 

28! 
841 

971 
8971 
417! 
114 

64 
154 



8325 



1852. 






Un 

724 

4471 

997 

1809 

4489 

5224 

1560 

8182 

698 

Un 

2894 

1879 

2278 

8893 



82548 



H 



I 



organ! 
787 
6504 
1810 
2619 
2708 
5168 
4049 
4518 
851 

organ! 
2019 
8126 
2690 
5270 



zed. 

80 

1879 

596 

214 

964 

568 

697 

1015 

881 

zed. 

467 

757 

211 

726 



41609 



8080 



1848. 



St 

.a 

J 



481 
4797 

886 
2075 
5056 
6316 
1581 
8916 

987 

2445 
1768 
2501 
8466 



9 



868 
6989 
1481 
2818 
2684 
4670 
8601 
4591 
1168 

2085 
8382 
2446 
4697 



I" 

ii 



106 
1744 

810 

247 
1656 

967 
1201 
1528 

482 

1008 

1107 

449 

841 



85125, 89S80 12096 



1844. 



n 



898 
4488 
1182 
1849 
5893 
4566 
1887 
8876 
1047 

2840 
1829 
2329 
8216 



84878 



to 



907 
686T 
1609 
2608 
8585 
6854 
4895 
4898 
1186 

2580 
4661 
2605 
5117 



45719 






24 
695 
892 
105 
661; 
461 
897 
695 
228 

486 

816 

77 

458 



4886 



1840. 



d 

o 

a 



289 
6790 
1848 
2484 
6905 
6286 
.2982 
4388 
1275 

8684 
2694 
285T 

4785 



46612 



480 
6488 
2058 
8509 
8521 
5188 
4800 
4445 
1186 

2597 
6069 
2285 
5725 



46201 



Fremont over Buchanan, 28,299 ; Pierce over Scott, 9,066 : Cass over Taylor, 4.756 ; Polk over Clay, 11,841 ; 
Harrison over Van Buren, 411. Mr. James Ot. Bimey received 194 votes in this State, in 1840. 
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COUNTTES 


Rep 


Dem. 


Am. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


F.SoU 


Whig. 


Dtim. 


FreeD. 


Whig. 
Clay. 


Dem. 


Abo. 


Whig. 


J}em. 




Krera't 


liuo'an 
2220 


Fill' re. 


Scott. 


Pierce. 


Uale. 


Taylor. 


Cass. 


YanB. 


Polk. 


Biniey. 


Ha'son 


VanB. 


Belknap 


2062 


21 


787 


1887 


262 


610 


1769 


884 


864 


1701 


248 


Inorg 


anised 


Carroll .... 


2185 


2511 


17 


491 


1825 


850 


589 


1885 


626 


782 


1816 


288 


Unorg 


anlsed 


Cheshire 


8910 


2269 


56 


2068 


2264 


698 


1881 


2076 


945 


2858 


2070 


874 


8688 


2802 


Coos . . 


1200 


1508 


2 


376 


1491 


167 


280 


1282 


219 


848 


1864 


108 


625 


1841 


G rafton 


5029 


4620 


89 


2043 


4286 


771 


1927 


4060 


1104 


2566 


4046 


631 


8691 


4978 


HiUsboro' 


7081 


5326 


85 


2985 


4855 


1447 


2799 


4778 


1257 


8124 


4588 


675 


4084 


6072 


Merrimac 


4949 


4780 


48 


1627 


4628 


1001 


1245 


4218 


1C76 


1589 


8821 


628 


2756 


6080 


Rockingham... 


5914 


4915 


111 


2506 


4602 


1071 


2710 


8972 


982 


2880 


4007 


684 


4102 


4984 


Strafford 


8566 


2688 


20 


2008 


2250 


498 


1664 


1912 


496 


1702 


1808 


880 


6280 


6755 


SttUivan . 


2449 


2007 


28 


1816 


2059 


480 


1176 


1866 


528 


1558 


1944 


850 


2088 


2899 


Total 


38345 


82789 


422 

1 


16147 


29997 


6695 


14781 


27768 


7560 


17866 


27160 


4161 


26168 


82761 



Fremont over Buchanan, 5,556; Pierce over Scott, 18,850; Cass over Taylor, 12,1 
Van Buren over Harrison, 6,598. Hr. Bimey received 126 votes in 1840. 



; Polk over Clay, 9,294; 
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^T ID- 



COUNTIES. 


Fep. 
Frem't 


Dem. 
Buc'an 


Am. 

FiU're. 


Whig. 
Scoit. 


Dem. 
Pierce. 


F.Stdl. 
Hale. 


Whig. 
Taylor. 


Dem. 
Cass. 


FreeD. 
VanB. 


Whig. 
Clay. 


Dem. 
Polk. 


Aho. 
Biruey. 


Whig. 
Ila'son 


VanB. 


Bristol 

Kent 


60S 
1260 
1258 
6908 
1448 


887 
566 
750 
4482 
695 


218 
15 
659 
881 
452 


628 

889 

1249 

8888 

1022 


867 

748 

1005 

6529 

1086 


2 

83 

48, 

431; 

80, 


690 

690 

1207 

8542 

750 


181 
818 
232 
2515 
450 


18 

52 

118 

898 

149 


589 

786 

1229 

8751 

• 967 


109 

881 

478 

8192 

712 




476 
669 
914 
2482 
787 


186 
878 


Newport 

Providence 

Washington . . . 


417 

ini 

665 


Total 


11467 


6680 


1676 


7626 


8785 


644 


6779 


8646 


780 


7822 4867 


107 


5278 


8801 



Fremontover Buchanan, 4,787; Pierce over Scott, 1.109 ; Taylor over Cass, 8,188 ; Clay over Polk, 2,456 ; Harrison 
over Tan Buren, 1,977. Mr. Birney receivei 42 votes in 1&40. 
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COUNTIEa 



Bamatable ... 
Berksnire .... 

Bristol , 

Dukes , 

Franklin .... 
Hdmpden .... 
Hampshire . . , 
Middlesex . . . , 

Nantucket 

Norfolk , 

Plymouth ... 

Suffolk 

Worcester 



1856. 



Rffp. 
Frcm'J 



Dem. 
Bi:c'a.i 



Am. 

Fill'ie. 



2667i 

5844 

%M6, 

3171 

16S85I 

4445, 

658:ii 

5166, 

17222 

588 

84<)2 

722.S 

8^)^2 

I 179Tli 



708 
2749 
2465 

161 
4577 
1266 

882 
7705 

128 
8697 
1772 
5853 
4604 



ISSfi. 



t Whig. 
\ ^coti. 



Dem. 
Pierce. 



Total 108190 8»240 



800 

8T7! 

986, 

122 

2612 

260 

681 

2771 

4095, 

73 

2670 

1496 

464d| 

1129 



19626 



1879 
8579 
8827 

260 
6.^39 
2552 
8445 
8800 
8750 

829 
8589 
2998 
4868 
7283 



52683 



892 
2978 
8267 

225 
4576 
1726 
8458 
1425 
8925 

189 
8454 
2080 
5413 
5966 



44569 



F. Stril 
HHle. 



1848. 



478^ 

68lf 

2091 

48 

8485 

1218 

757 
1243 
5281 

189 
2479 
2440 
1600 
7188: 



28023 



Whig. 
Taylor. 



2015 
8549 
4840 

290 
8555 
2188 
8806 
8055 
9854 

444 
4789 
8568 
8896 
5827 



61070 



Dum. 
Cass. 



802 
2887 
2170 

188 
4678 
1542 
8061 
1070 
6820 
89 
2451 
1847 
8178 
5058 



85281 



JPreeD. 
VaaB. 



516 
1549 
2832 
81 
6020 
1646 
1284 
1806 
5964 

159 
8588 
8189 
2132 
8848 



28058 



1844. 



Whig. 
Clay. 



2290 
8656 
4872 

802 
8518 
2725 
8416 
8725 
9581 

688 
5217 
4449 
8778 
9359 



Dem. 
Polk. 



1415 
8885 
4908 

265 
5259 
2047 
8698 
1605 
0124 

287 
4287 
8815 
4659 
7562 



67418. 52846 



Aho. 
B;rney. 



251 

401 

644 

24 

1887 
428 
451 
626 

1718 

41 

688 

806 

509 

2147 



10860 



1840. 



Whig 
Ha'bon 



2751 

8981 

4856 

846 

10056 
8461 
8441 
4088 
9716 
671 
5404 
6066 
7557 

11587 



r2874 



Dem. 
Vau B. 



1664 
8780 
4904 

294 
6518 
2187 
8812 
1625 
8626 

820 
4288 
8548 
4889 
6764 



61944 



Fremont over Buchanan, 68,950; Scott over Pierce, 8,114; Taylor over Cass, 25,789; Clay oy«r Polk, 14,672 ; 
Harrison over Van Buren, 20,980. Mr. Birney received 1,621 votes ki 1840. 



CO UNTIES. 



Addison 

Bennington 

Caledonia 

Cliittenden 

Ks?ex 

Franklin 

(irand Isle 

liutnoille 

Onsngfe 

Orleans 

Putland 

Washington.... 
Windham.... . 
Windsor 

Total 



Bep. 
Kreni't 



8862 
2120 
2640 
2844 

622 
2454 

405 
1607 
8207 
2007 
4798 
8821 
4068 
5706 



Dnn. 
Buc'ui) 



Ant. 
Fill'i.-. 



884; 
7851 

1061! 
6881 
274 
870! 
92 
402' 

1864 
494 
881 

1859 
742 

1273 



68 
70 
28 
78 

4 
65 

9 

18 
61 

6 
85 

5 
47 
66 



89561 10569! 545 



Whig. 
Scott. 



2041 

1888 

1678 

1672 

467 

1675 

295 

808 

1799 

1199 

2758 

1402 

2058 

8358 



Dem. 
Pierce. 



F. SoH. 
Hale. 



878 

1150 

1480 

808 

882 

1211 

186 

462 

1555 

859 

988 

1281 

881 

1528 



642 
1811 
487 
908 
16 
626 
81 
689 
762 
808 
778 

1217 
986 

1105 



22173 13044 8621 



Whig. 
Taylor. 



Dem. 
Cass. 



2568 

1559 

1867 

1768 

870 

1456 

811 

289 

1780 

1056 

2911 

1898 

2648 

8656 



819 

1150 

1158 

671 

881 

691 

180 

474 

1414 

562 

744 

1698 

608 

1108 



FeeD. 
YanB. 



1035 

616 

888 

1516 

42 

1204 

104 

754 

1808 

586 

1877 

1106 

1448 

1908 



831221 10948 18887 



Whig. 
Clay. 



2527 

1656 

1762 

1924 

892 

1872 

889 

485 

2076 

1192 

8584 

1650 

2642 

4669 



Dem. 
Polk. 



772 

1450 
1780 
1444 

881 
1488 

166 

759 
1910 

888 
1578 
2086 
1708 
1843 



Aho 
Birney. 



812 

168 
184 
88G 
18 
261 

411 
412 
245 
888 
801 
886 
688 



26770 18041 



8954 



Whig. 
Ha'bon 



2806 

1796 

2026 

2286 

448 

2186 

863 

907 

2874 

1294 

4114 

2067 

8472 

6817 



Dem. 
VanB 



82440 



916 
1428 

ins 

1881 

808 

1191 

162 

888 

2216 

746 

1661 

1984 

1715 

1821 



18018 



Fremont over Buchanan, 28,992; Scott over Pierce, 9,129; Taylor over Cass, 12,174; Clay over Polk, 8,729; 
Hurrison over Van Buren, 14,422. Mr. Birney received 819 votes in 1840. 
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COUNTIES. 


Fep. 


Dem. 


Am. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


F.SoU. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


FreeD. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


Aho. 


Whig. 


Dan. 




Frem't 


Buc'an 


Fill're. 


Scott. 


Pierce. 


Hale. 


Taylor. 
472 


Cass. 


VanB. 


Clay. 


Polk. 


Birney. 


Ba'eon 


Van B. 


Atlantic 


547 


684 


160 


349 


751 


_ 


780 


498 


848 




425 


846 


Bergen 


486 


1548 


797 


926 


1414 


.» 


1004 


1262 


16 


979 


1440 




977 


1846 


BurRngton 


8149 


8682; 


1584 


8820 


8796 


114 


8898 


8014 


80 


8780 


8017 




8417 


8405 


Camden 


817 


1766 


2088 


1568 


1696 


27 


1967 


1286 


28 


1448 


1208 




Unorg 


anisted 


Cape May 


177 


812 


497 


604 


852 


_- 


667 


226 


_ 


780 


814 




696 


194 


Cumberland . . . 


642 


1574 


1281 


1871 


1812 


2 


1666 


1819 


— 


1549 


1871 




1497 


1190 


Essex 


4760 


6845 


4888 


6242 


6681 


85 


6997 


2824 


127 


5471 


8655 




4686 


2882 


Gloucester 


689 


9<^6 


1880 


1221 


1088 


65^ 


1297 


882 


88 


141A 


902 




2888 


1778 


Hudson .... . 


1702 


2574 


1411 


1596 


1645 


29 


1484 


. 760 


80 


1129 


708 




782 


601 


Hunterdon .... 


1554 


3496 


1106 


2290 


8678 


__ 


2191 


8220 


9 


2644 


8886 


• • • . « • 


1880 


2788 


Mercer. 


2165 


2857 


1064 


2658 


2569 


18 


2681 


2068 


26 


1888 


1577 




2022 


1494 


Middlesex 


1209 


2468 


1988 


2495 


2401 


_ 


2469 


1807 


129 


2821 


2028 




2014 


1'688 


Monmouth 


1008 


8819 


1815 


1806 


8179 


6 


8119 


8460 


4 


8221 


8484 




2968 


2880 


Morris 


2810 


8008 


696 


2549 


2800 


86 


2889 


2424 


91 


2908 


2466 




2509 


2160 


Ocean 


892 


660 


804 


1102 


667 


_— 


Unlorgani 


zed. 








• 




Passaie 


1422 


1618 


954 


1670 


1826 


__ 


1749 


1804 


120 


1608 


1291 




1862 


968 


Salem 


482 


1769 


1516 


1724 


1788 


81 


1702 


1586 


28 


1776 


1498 




1582 


1808 


Somerset 


1295 


1846 


709 


1814 


1680 


1 


2028 


1617 


_■ 


2189 


1978 




1721 


1845 


Sussex 


1601 


8054 


81 


1177 


8184 


8 


1211 


8448 


46 


1295 


8490 




1171 


2982 


Warren 


1596 


2877 


446 


1574 


2760 


10 


1684 


2689 


18 


1645 


2899 




1419 


2466 


Total 


28888 


46948 


84115 


88566 


44806 


860 


40016 86901 


819 


88818 


87495 


131 


88851 


81084 



Buchanan over Fremont, 18,606 ; Pierce over Scott, 6,749 : Taylor over Cmw, 8,114; Clay over Polk, 828; Harrison 
oveir Van Buxeo, 2,817. Mr. Birney receiv«d 69 votes in 1840. 
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OSIO—{OonHim§d), 














COUNTIES. 


1856 


» 


1852. 


1848. 


1844. 


1840. 




Rep. 

Fiera't 


Dem. 


Am. 

Fill're. 


Whig 
Scott. 


Dem. 
Pierce. 


F. Soil. 
HHle. 


Whig. 
Taylor. 


D*m. 

ClUIB. 


FreeD. 
VanB. 


Whig. 
Clny. 


Bern. 
l*olk. 


Abo. 
Birney 


Whig. 
Ha'tion 


Dem. 
Van B. 


Washington ... 

Wayne 

WUIlam* 

Wood 


2783 
2904 
1827 
1819 
1247 


2251 

2918 

1022 

935 

1278 


281 

47 

49 

148 

108; 


2478 

2288 
646 
881 
990 


2189 

8143 

882 

986 

1290 


888 

149 

160 

20 

9 


2079 

2284 
828 
647 
951 


1980 

8880 

510 

686 

1059 


462 

190 

154 

29 

46 


2194 

2759 

588 

576 

Un 


1686 

8765 

678 

570 


151 
75 

1 


2109 

2798 

896 

548 


1468 

8821 

40T 

518 


Wyandotte 


organ! 


zed. 




Total 


187497 170874 


28126 


152626 


169220 


81682 


:188860.154775 


85854 


156057 


149117 8050 


148167 


124782 



Fremont- over Buchanan, 16,628; Pierce over Scott, 16.694; Casa over Taylor, 16,415; Clay over Polk, 5,940* 
Harrison over Tan Buren, 28,875. In 1840, Mr. Birney received 908 votes. 



IT B'V;^--Y O H Z£. 



COUNTIES. 


Rep. 


Dem. 


Am. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


F. Soil 


^P- 


Dem. 


FieeD. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


Af)o. 1 


Whig. 


Dem. 




KretoM 


Btic'an 


Fill're. 


Scott. 


Pierce. 


Hale. 


Taylor. 


Cass. 


VanB. 


Clay. 


Polk. 


Birney 1 


Fla'hon 


Van B. 


Albany 


5016 


7761 


6801 


7246 


8868 


188 


7068 


4002 


2407 


7109 


6916 


124 


6871 


5944 


Allegany 


6645 


1640 


866 


8670 


4009 


678 


2789 


1288 


2040 


8913 


8640 


485 


4132 


8382 


Broome 


4297 


2106 


791 


2674 


8064 


847 


2490 


1959 


777 


2681 


2508 


106 


2396 


2181 


Cattaraugus . . . 


6166 


1778 


978 


8687 


8498 


661 


2604 


1677 


1286 


2748 


2634 


487 


2966 


2486 


Cayuga 


7035 


1818 


1923 


4838 


4550 


916 


4818 


1034 


8979 


4908 


6202 


876 


6164 


4864 


Chautauqua . . . 


7037 


1847 


2017 


6612 


8708 


1146 


4207 


1911 


1628 


6612 


8407 


814 


6985 


8846 


Chemung 


2664 


1789 


766 


2826 


8189 


889 


1943 


728 


2166 


1791 


2592 


106 


1698 


2296 


Chenango 

Columbia 


6458 


2406 


1070 


8880 


4481 


808 


8587 


2616 


1481 


4216 


4495 


248 


4886 


8996 


8818 


8020 


1981 


4142 


4456 


7 


8948 


2121 


2100 


4322 


4691 


11 


4287 


4478 


Cortland 


8696 


1181 


628 


2828 


2064 


665 


1879 


946 


1803 


2878 


2858 


648 


2664 


2229 


Clinton 


2659 


2184 


1811 


2286 


2812 


245 


1941 


1472 


1221 


1919 


2218 


410 


2028 


1828 


Delaware 


4867 


2107 


2009 


8289 


4052 


839 


2882 


790 


2908 


8071 


4280 


205 


2988 


8847 


Dutchess 


5512 


4089 


2018 


6496 


6600 


83 


5876 


8227 


1295 


6767 


5627 


37 


6866 


6862 


Erie 


6901 


7686 


6520 


6023 


7083 


610 


7647 


8860 


2857 


6905 


6060 


415 


6784 


8691 


ISasex 


2904 


1178 


956 


2766 


1973 


174 


2629 


1002 


1119 


2612 


1998 


143 


2617 


1789 


Franklin 


1469 


1600 


1145 


1747 


2074 


180 


1858 


974 


911 


1524 


1501 


93 


1440 


1110 


Fulton 


2598 


1874 


1084 


2171 


2070 


115 


1976 


880 


1602 


2107 


2192 


100 


1964 


1646 


Genesee 


8620 


1434 


1100 


8368 


2166 


818 


2S90 


1180 


1111 


8604 


2105 


298 


7057 


8809 


Oreene 


2164 


2346 


1583 


2808 


8242 


16 


2707 


1561 


1425 


2968 


8488 


80 


2991 


8268 


Hamilton 


149 


250 


117 


126 


842 






With 


Ful 


ton. 




i 


128 


222 


Herkimer 


50W 


1650 


1280 


2679 


4220 


565 


2480 


699 


8898 


2868 


4346 


608 


8118 


4850 


Jeflferson 


8249 


8496 


1058 


6656 


6279 


767 


4841 


2446 


4842 


6576 


6291 


712 


6257 


5680 


Kines 


7846 
8124 
8597 


14174 
1114 
1652 


8647 

418 

1979 


8487 
1727 
4096 


10621 
2586 
8066 


66 
808 

808 


7511 
1228 
8780 


4882 
789 
889 


817 
1258 
2100 


6107 
1640 
8778 


4648 
2073 
2709 


77 
154 
210 


8298 
1718 
8916 


8157 


Lewis 


1755 


Livingston 


2684 


Montgomery... 


8076 


1485 


1718 


2995 


8378 


40 


2924 


1286 


1602 


2849 


8278 


85 


2828 


8298 


Madifeon . 


6812 


1861 


865 


8879 


8436 


1584 


2898 


1665 


2789 


8683 


8848 


1811 


4266 


4114 


Monroe 


7584 


4638 


8070 


7467 


6814 


775 


6589 


1448 


4671 


6873 


6611 


430 


6468 


4884 


New York 


17771 


41913 


19922 


28116 


84226 


206 


29067 


18884 


6106 


26886 


28296 


117 


20958 


21985 


Niagara 


8906 


1864 


1986 


8418 


2862 


1056 


2828 


1818 


2080 


8100 


2689 


810 


2964 


2219 


Onondaga 


1C071 


4227 


1724 


6097 


6416 


1701 


6442 


2229 


4942 


6496 


6878 


782 


6657 


6568 


Ontario . . . . 


4551 


1642 


2189 


4402 


8347 


547 


8848 


1272 


2627 


4568 


8659 


435 


4828 


8461 


Orange 


4274 


8948 


2172, 


4221 


6171 


16 


4172 


8170 


1484 


4626 


6808 


87 


4371 


4845 


Oneida 


11172 


6386 


1601 


7881 


8636 


1088 


6082 


8585 


4816 


6983 


7717 


1144 


7156 


7768 


Oswego 


8246 


8683 


1175; 


4876 


4978 


2148 


8656 


1184 


4264 


8771 


4382 


851 


4192 


8907 


Orleans 


80S8 


1052 


1412- 


2686 


2267 


605 


2462 


918 


1772 


2600 


2311 


276 


2606 


2027 


Otsego 


6878 


8695 


1229. 


4464 


6486 


643 


8929 


8674 


1941 


4748 


6050 


413 


4866 


5581 


Putnam 


963 


1096 


479 


826 


1621 


— 


816 


996 


416 


979 


1731 


— 1 


920 


1683 


Queens 


1886 


2894 


2521 ! 


2208 


2899 


12 


2444 


1810 


800 


2547 


2751 


1 


2622 


2550 


Rensselaer 


5153 


4416 


4648; 


6185 


6668 


218 


6241 


2686 


2980 


6360 


6618 


181 


6762 


6424 


Richmond 


786 


1550 


046 


1147 


1824 


80 


1099 


860 


123 


1049 


1068 


1 


908 


851 


Rockland 


668 


1526 


9871 


788 


1786 


_ 


918 


1064 


255 


794 


1679 


1 


637 


1657 


gt. Lawrence. . . 


9698 


1960 


1882 


4670 


5588 


1886 


8667 


613 


6023 


4672 


6008 


468 


4803 


4751 


Saratoga 


4524 


2446 


2581 1 


4498 


4291 


71 


4488 


2516 


1405 


4550 


4200 


119 


4416 


8878 


Schenectady . . . 


1714 


787 


1218 


1664 


1900 


._ 


1716 


1069 


444 


1814 


1679 


81 


1752 


1677 


Schuyler 


2542 


9S1 


461 


From 


Steub 


CE, Ch 


emung 


andT 


ompkki 


ns. 




1 






fiuflfolk 


2898 


2046 


1980 


1917 


8806 


— 


2180 


1061 


1400 


2487 


8876 


14 


2415 


8482 


Seneca 


2168 


1626 


1266 


2218 


2511 


200 


1767 


1360 


1623 


2827 


2669 


124 


2466 


2472 


Schoharie 


28X6 


2887 


1680 


2968 


8846 


18 


2724 


26n 


654 


2986 


8623 


111 


2895 


8846 


Sullivan 


1690 


1588 


2087 


2054 


2681 


44 


1672 


1863 


634 


1789 


1964 


80 


1475 


1679 


Steuben 


7270 


82ir 


2084 


6286 


6880 


846 


4867 


1975 


8628 


4385 


5612 


248 


4081 


4820 


Tioga 


88^1 


2154 


485 


2294 


2815 


197 


1782 


1688 


789 


1999 


2545 


90 


1925 


2180 


Tompkins 


4019 


1480 


1470, 


8410 


8472 


862 


8003 


1270 


2648 


8846 


4018 


822 


8969 


8568 


Ulster 


2982 


4060 


4708. 

1848' 


6188 


6916 


26 


4659 


1970 


2277 


4804 


4783 


12 


4491 


4280 


Washington ... 


6174 


1682 


4280 


8174 


461 


4486 


1225 


2024 


6024 


8270 


888 


6071 


8024 


Warren 


2202 


1006 


786 


1174 


1718 


119 


1270 


1019 


618 


1830 


1791 


118 


1806 


1411 


Wayne 


6776 


1999 


1448 


4088 


406O 


941 


8667 


797 


8690 


8963 


4046 


663 


4809 


8997 


Wyoming 


4066 


1911 


571 


8005 


2471 


727 


2881 


1887 


1680 


2754 


2102 


442 


With 


Gen'Mn 


Westchester . . . 


4450 


4600 


8641 


4033 


5279 


66 


4112 


2146 


1812 


4258 


4412 


19 


4083 


4854 


Yates 


2994 


916 


851 


1974 


2158 


824 


1661 


862 


1488 


2056 


2110 


207 


2072 


2087 






Total 


276007 


196878 


124604 

1 


284882 


262088 


26829 


218608 


114818 


120610 


282482 


287<688 


15812 


226817212527 



Fremont over Buchanan, 80,129; Pierce over Scott, 27,201; Taytor over Cass, 104,286 ; Polk over Clay, 6,100 » 
Harrison over Van Buren, 18,290. Mr. Birney received 2,808 votes in 1840* and Qerrit Smith, Zand Reform and 
A bolitionUi received S,646 votes in 1848. 
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J X^Xj I i«70 I S. 



COUNTEBa 



AdaiDB 

Alexander 

Bond ".. 

Boone 

Brown 

Bureau 

Calhoon 

Carroll 

Cass 

Champaign 

Christian 

Clark 

Clay 

Clinton 

Coles 

Cook 

Crawford 

Cumberland . . . 

DeKalb 

De Witt 

Du Page 

Edgar 

Edwards 

Efl&ngham /. ... 

Fayette 

Franklin 

Fulton 

Gallatin 

Greene 

Grundy 

Hamilton 

HaAcock 

Hardin 

Henderson ... 

Henry 

Iroquois 

Jackson 

Jasper 

Jefferson 

Jersey 

Jo Daviess .... 

Johnson 

Kane 

Kankakee 

Kendall 

Knox 

Lake . < 

LaSaUe 

Lawrence 

Lee 

Livingston 

Logan 

Macon 

Macoupin 

Madison 

Marion 

Marshall 

Mason 

Massac 

M'Donough.... 

M*HenTy 

McLean 

Menard 

Mercer 

Monroe 

Montgomery. . 

Morgan 

Moultrie 

Ogle 

Peoria 

Perry 

Piatt 

Pike 

Pope 

Pulaski 

Putnam 

Randolph 

Richland 

Rock Island . . . 

Saline 

Sangamon 

Schuyler 

Scott. 



1856. 



Bep. 
FreiuM 



2226 

16 

158 

1T48 

169 

2608 

70 

1161 

808 

782 

289 

709 

29 

161 

788 

9020 

477 

246 

2254 

623 

1887 

952 

176 

90 

66 

5 

2021 

24 

245 

928 

9 

1120 

4 

757 

1924 

750 

14 

828 

60 

887 

2110 

2 

8570 

1886 

1622 

2851 

2847 

8721 

89 

1804 

585 

655 

500 

828 

1111 

150 

1008 

267 

5 

590 

•2869 

1987 

109 

1141 

846 

162 

963 

154 

2469 

2082 

200 

85 

1053 

11 

21 

582 

709 

89 

1489 

4 

1174 

838 

188 



Dam. 



8811 
401 
607 
243 
903 

1284 
891 
287 
914 
550 
884 

1318 
781 
840 

1178 

56S0 
961 
641 
881 
679 
542 

1842 
288 
784 
947 

1051 

2724 
764 

1565 
618 

1185 

2011 
882 
610 
876 
460 

1056 
679 

1278 
702 

1509' 

1144 
912 
258 
834 

1490 
558 

2665 
729 
601 
480 
823 
821 

1778 

1451 

1150 
834 
737 
630 

1370 
945 

1517 
8M 
769 
900 
99'i 

1656 
482 
784 

2459 
671 
810 

2163 
855 
473 
807 

1222 
786 

1114 

1004 

2476 

1369 
848 



Am. 
.^^ill're 



662 
230 
659 

27 
433 

48| 
163 

15a 

433 
2361 
299 
880 
640 
862 
796 
842 
244 
235 
75 
878 
2; 
808 
810 
168 
799 
251 
698! 
423 
719i 

162| 

999 

229 

153, 

47 

108 

822 

158 

426 

680 

44 

74 

29 

60 

13 

277j 

10 

121 

583! 

82! 

72' 

484' 

893 

1010 

1658 

418 

116 

553 

251 

864 

43 

660 

663 

140 

518 

686 

885 

805 

289 

891 

438 

850 

1010 

214 

166 

115 

546 

440 

276 

229 

1612 

670 

586 





1852 


» 




1848 


• 




1844 


» 


* 

1840. 


Whig. 


Bern. 


F./Ml. 


Whiff. 


I>em. 


FreeD. 


Whig. 


JMin. 


Abo. 


Whig. 


Don. 


SCOlt. 


ei«rce. 


Hale. 


Taylor. 


Cass. 


VedB. 


Clay. 


Polk. 


Bimey 


Ha'soD 


VanB. 


2286 


2685 


107 


1992 


2205 


261 


1280 


1496 


149 


1617 


1862 


105 


296 


.— 


101 


212 


2 


81 


188 


24 


299 


424 


494 


486 


87 


891 


871 


48 


664 


622 


27 


518 


651 


651 


625 


888 


414 


896 


416 


875 


898 


58 


220 


222 


445 


661 


— 


408 


666 


20 


829 


551 


.—. 


801 


434 


712 


670 


480 


876 


806 


666 


862 


878 


160 


484 


279 


211 


835 


•^ 


215 


257 


8 


247 


268 


_ 


218 


138 


499 


851 


72 


426 


222 


116 


221 


178 


10 


. 244 


69 


784 


680 


— 


761 


724 


11 


176 


92 


— 


897 


815 


847 


259 


— 


218 


187 


_ 


178 


191 


— . 


164 


141 


856 


426 


2 


183 


254 


_ 


182 


216 


_— 


89 


147 


842 


966 


6 


748 


759 


27 


625 


756 


6 


667 


611 


284 


680 


— 


207 


405 


— 


166 


448 


_ 


218 


888 


875 


670 


— 


851 


431 


8 


834 


827 


7 


826 


417 


997 


733 


2 


877 


638 


6 


776 


682 


— 


1109 


695 


2089 


8767 


798 


1708 


1622 


2120 


1117 


2027 


817 


1084 


1989 


671 


827 


11 


498 


607 


_ 


426 


496 


— 


421 


802 


298 


444 


— 


108 


102 


— 


191 


189 


— 


iJnorg 
172 


anked 


456 


683 


855 


223 


874 


427 


142 


242 


181 


197 


516 


640 


20 


873 


863 


20 


817 


861 


8 


298 


816 


881 


686 


886 


813 


628 


628 


872 


661 


173 


428 


878 


892 


924 


88 


829 


816 


42 


701 


884 


24 


768 


720 


291 


162 


— 


288 


118 


19 


885 


185 


49 


811 


212 


175 


627 


— 


99 


880 


_ 


82 


864 


_ 


62 


207 


487 


678 


-~ 


407 


452 


_ 


414 


668 


— 


442 


645 


196 


709 


— 


189 


459 


_ 


102 


684 


.«- 


71 


542 


1643 


2192 


298 


1685 


168^ 


871 


1484 


1587 


8 


1258 


1847 


824 


692 


.— 


286 


687 


6 


406 


1116 


— 


500 


1286 


864 


1297 


12 


868 


1128 


86 


800 


1246 


_ 


870 


1175 


249 


338 


64 


128 


207 


68 


49 


91 


7 


Unorg 


anieed 


223 


754 


. — 


126 


478 


— 


126 


678 


— 


126 


657 


1286 


1466 


84 


1087 


1074 


67 


747 


1899 


1 


1818 


661 


244 


212 


— 


284 


287 


— 


186 


.165 


__ 


154 


182 


547 


414 


84 


408 


291 


65 


428 


294 


.^ 


Unorg 
1^ 


ai^ed 


857 


476 


91 


188 


80 


228 


147 


166 


_ 


86 


878 


482 


22 


268 


822 


28 


204 


281 


_i 


154 


175 


847 


681 


_ 


177 


248 


6 


182 


847 


__ 


210 


887 


258 


461 


— ~ 


164 


228 


_ 


148 


276 


^ 


78 


178 


895 


865 


—. 


230 


605 


2 


227 


868 


1 


210 


727 


661 


664 


89 


680 


454 


98 


655 


458 


48 


5IT 


860 


1481 


1425 


122 


1772 


1892 


184 


1614 


1686 


14 


1079 


680 


185 


751 


— 


67 


290 


— — 


82 


882 


— 


109 


440 


1160 


1808 


642 


865 


788 


1220 


748 


1046 


299 


810 


774 


Un 


organi 


Eed. 


















616 


682 


252 


892 


878 


647 


857 


479 


142 


Unorg 


anked 


1080 


1119 


891 


880 


727 


892 


746 


689 


162 


740 


641 


697 


812 


619 


821 


446 


1088 


886 


620 


181 


281 


267 


1204 


1894 


652 


862 


1288 


873 


427 


611 


126 


1080 


1688 


610 


689 


— 


464 


632 


— 


427 


611 


_ 


676 


697 


478 


678 


77 


800 


867 


186 


244 


816 


48 


241 


280 


164 


214 


12 


82 


130 


4 


66 


109 


_- 


85 


78 


563 


469 


_ 


465 


869 


4 


810 


261 


_ 


260 


167 


856 


486 


7 


268 


823 


6 


221 


828 


_ 


250 


877 


841 


1196 


74 


710 


898 


96 


641 


974 


6 


682 


812 


1543 


1715 


81 


1820 


1508 


162 


1657 


1496 


12 


1704 


1186 


285 


762 


29 


227 


689 


15 


182 


722 


6 


174 


678 


646 


579 


61 


804 


822 


41 


287 


268 


_- 


209 


188 


561 


621 


6 


891 


408 


7 


255 


264 


— 


Unorg 


anised 


268 


449 


—^ 


204 


808 


— 


165 


898 


— 


Unorg 


aoiaed 


840 


833 


9 


439 


416 


26 


458 


493 


41 


472 


427 


6866 


1199 


. 645 


618 


628 


1016 


498 


668 


74 


846 


2n 


266 


1063 


40 


758 


626 


94 


686 


477 


22 


688 


681 


644 


698 


1 


605 


488 


1 


897 


878 


._ 


484 


874 


675 


498 


92 


486 


815 


90 


410 


821 


12 


815 


198 


294 


1125 


— 


865 


646 


_ 


804 


740 


— 


870 


668 


416 


655 


9 


882 


688 


18 


865 


661 


._ 


811 


620 


1897 


1411 


V3 


1872 


1809 


189 


1448 


1421 


89 


1583 


1298 


292 


268 




248 


191 


— 


1^6 


204 


~~ 


Unorg 


anised 


899 


766 


294 


682 


480 


418 


605 


888 


95 


491 


266 


1556 


1806 


252 


1237 


1161 


868 


846 


1169 


65 


744 


767 


277 


664 


69 


289 


844 


44 


219 


m 


22 


174 


881 


192 


161 


— 


182 


188 


~- 


St 


120 


— 


Unorg 
1149 


anised 


1745 


1762 


84 


1609 


1686 


169 


1411 


1456 


11 


1067 


820 


48h 


_ 


224 


S84 


_ 


201 


848 


__ 


891 


868 


112 


246 


.^ 


84 


141 


— 


90 


268 


._ 


Unorg 
259 


aniied 


800 


24^ 


280 


266 


185 


299 


287 


828 


140 


151 


675 


81< 


220 


680 


689 


800 


718 


m 


114 


715 


«7 


174 


109 




821 


281 




289 


822 


.^ 


Unorff 


anbed 


7M 


686 


96 


688 


481 


96 


466 


89T 


__ 


824 


209 


68i 


,— 


122 


812 


.1^ 


Un 


organi 


sed. 






2125 


1606 


22 


1948 


1886 


47 


1887 


1871 


_ 


2000 


1249 


844 


980 


16 


807 


804 


M 


610 


748 


_ 


78S 


611 


730l 


706l 


8 


798 


649 


16 


m 


610^ 


7 


685} 


675 



totvlar vote for president. 
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JlLI2rOIS-{ OonHwued). 



COTTNTIES. 


1356. 


1852. 


1848. 


1844. 


1840. 




Krem't 


Dem. 
r.uc'an 


Avt. 
Fill»re. 


Whig 
Scoti. 


J)em. 
Pierce. 


F. Soil. 
Halo. 


JVhiff. 
Taylor. 


Iftm. 
CasH. 


Free I). 
VanB. 


Whig. 
Clay. 


Dem. 
Polk. 


Abo. 
Blniey 


Whig. 
Ha'itoi 


Dem. 
VuiB 


Shelby 

SUrk 

St. Chiir 

Stephenson 

Tatewell 

Union 

Vermilion 

Wabaah 

Warren 

Washington . . . 

Wayne 

White 

Whiteside 

Will 

Williamson 

Winnebago .... 
Woodford 


152 

718 

1996 

3907 

1028 

46 

1506 

122 

1282 

244 

129 

27 

1902 

2898 

10 

8686 

596 


1414 
858 
1728 
1808 
1818 
1288 

nil 

481 
1117 
1182 
1218 
1062 

618 
1575 
1419 

457 

747 


451 
152 
9<8 

50 
757 
246 
194 
485 
807 
288 
402 
845 
210 

10 
188 

61 
189 


446 
886 
998 
976 

1869 
169 

.997 
469 
806 
251 
859 
749 
554 

1251 
844 

1028 
889 


958 
850 
2571 
1061 
869 
880 
761 
855 
781 
768 
757 
782 
518 
1450 
799 
820 
685 


82 

170 

80 

1 

86 

158 
28 

1 

151 
820 

725 
49 


887 
214 

1109 
780 

1097 
108 
942 
456 
587 
204 
818 
674 
891 
718 
2X1 
866 
186 


658 
174 
2028 
768 
598 
508 
758 
808 
529 
577 
479 
518 
285 
897 
575 
240 
809 


1 

64 

63 

111 

96 

6 

68 

14 

140 

27 

1 

13 
279 
540 

807 
52 


815 
187 

1042 
4S8 

1011 
94 
869 
479 
600 
254 

884 
509 
179 
546 
159 


688 
206 
1945 
465 
628 
617 
768 
815 
508 
565 
687 
748 
269 
810 
766 
868 
822 


88 

7 
24 
88 

28 

2 

85 

8 

47 

209 

179 

152 

8 


408 751 
187 154 
989 1788 
871 241 

1181 661 
78 686 

1044 587 
509 254 
711 524 
149 498 
205 600 
770 689 
875 286 
758 1867 
108 578 
789 821 
Unorgftoised 


Total 


96189 


105848 


87444 


64984 


80597 


9966 


58047 


56800 


15774 


45528 


57920 


8570 


46687 


47476 



Buchanan over Fremont, 9,159; Pierce oyer Scott, 15.668; Cass over Taylor, 8,268; Polk orer Clay, 12,892; 
Van Buren over Harrison, 1,989. la 1840, Mr. Bimey received 149 votes. 



x^i ozz z ca- 



IT. 



COUNTIES. 


Rep. 


Dem. 


Am. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


F.Soil 


I^Jf- 


Dem. 


FreeD. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


Abo. 


Whiff- 


Dem. 




Fiem't 


Huc'an 


Flll'ie. 


Scotc 


Plflrce. 


Hate. 


Taylor, 


Ca8S. 


vanB. 


Clay. 


Polk. 


Kirney 


Ha'Bon 


Van B. 


Allegan 


1526 


1027 


29 


647 


682 


66 


274 


804 


174 


828 


299 


11 


267 


174 


Barrv 

Berrien 


1495 


872 


49, 


4T6 


652 


107 


248 


861 


98 


228 


249 


16 


128 


106 


1926 


1640 


182 


1017 


1284 


41 


958 


1147 


108 


718 


626 


85 


649 


648 


Branch 


2608 


1822 


14 


1077 


1880 


202 


665 


1064 


400 


644 


688 


89 


548 


616 


Calhoun 


8495 


2151 


122 


1764 


1624 


440 


1254 


1487 


745 


1857 


1526 


226 


1148 


1169 


Cass 


1708 


1165 


41 


967 


964 


95 


788 


902 


191 


760 


715 


59 


670 


627 


Cheboygan 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


organi 


zed. 


















Chippewa .... 


No 


retur 


n. 


No 


retur 


n. 


61 


48 


— 


64 


40 


>— 


28 


40 


Clinton 


1858 


1084 


14 


470 


487 


146 


218 


840 


181 


255 


288 


19 


821 


144 


Eaton 


1888 


1228 


15 


687 


766 


825 


856 


646 


218 


410 


876 


61 


887 


229 


Emmet 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


organi 


Bed. 


















Genesee 


2685 


1586 


110 


1221 


1145 


801 


876 


828 


815 


788 


676 


188 


612 


860 


Grand Traverse 


157 


248 


2 


Un 


organi 


sed. 


















Gratiot 


868 


186 


_ 


Un 


organi 


sed. 


















HUlsdale 


8446 


1408 


87 


1417 


1596 


891 


1027 


1290 


482 


968 


1084 


212 


848 


721 


Houghton 


201 


898 


1 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


organi 


zed. 












Huron 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


organi 


sed. 


















Ingham 


1649 


1584 


25 


786 


992 


126 


478 


692 


882 


482 


441 


45 


864 


861 


Ionia 


2002 
2996 


1154 
2118 


22 
46 


659 
1727 


864 
1840 


802 

484 


879 
969 


606 
1547 


477 
1072 


416 
1802 


896 
1869 


59 
475! 


866 
1504 


219 


Jackson 


1121 


Kalamazoo .... 


2808 


1620 


60 


1874 


1257 


411 


1010 


660 


498 


982 


626 


276' 


954 


744 


Kent 


2981 
1579 
4499 


2516 

995 

2779 


98 

81 
167 


1221 

618 

2419 


1519 

819 

2857 


166 
142 
«40 


662 
869 

1666 


768 

642 

2171 


887 
205 
795 


476 

899 

2177 


564 

502 

2272 


83, 

66' 
228' 


819 

491 

8116 


820 


Lapeer. 


418 


Lenawee 


1865 


Livingston 


1765 


1711 


18 


981 


1419 


188 


764 


1128 


280 


687 


1080 


108 


700 


842 


Mackinac 


No 


retur 


n. 


88 


292 


_— 


61 


127 


— 


48 


100 


.— 






Macomb 


2210 


1845 


80 


1068 


1684 


609 


655 


1840 


204 


968 


1859 


140 


988 


1)24 


Manistee 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


organi 


Bed. 


















Marquette 


79 


77 


20 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


organi 


zed. 












Msison 


82 


12 


.i— 


Un 


organi 


Bed. 


















Midland 


169 


48 


2 


Un 


organi 
1582 


Bed. 








■ 










Monroe , 


1777 


1708 


84 


1112 


169 


800 


1155 


896 


870 


1268 


46 


989 


1028 


Montcalm ... . 


414 


265 


7 


120 


156 


6 


Un 


organi 


zed. 












Newago 


No 


retur 


n. 


40 


104 


_ 


Un 


organi 


zed. 












Oakland 


4105 


8276 


71 


2876 


8178 


652 


1942 


2781 


698 


8825 


2888 


877 


8878 


2866 


Oeeana 


82 


21 


— 


Un 


organi 


Bed. 


















Ontonagon .... 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


organi 


Bed. 


















Ottowa 


1392 


998 


89 


868 


756 


69 


142 


869 


68 


42 


m 


17 


81 


68 


Saginaw 


1042 


1222 


17 


867 


694 


78 


116 


188 


47 


107 


104 


— 


89 


100 


Sanilac 


608 


201 


1 


106 


252 


— 


Un 


organi 


zed. 












Schoolcraft 


No 


retur 


n. 


Un 


organi 


Bed. 


















Shiawassee .... 


1804 


1105 


86 


619 


584 


62 


281 


426 


192 


800 


269 


96 


888 


151 


8t.CUiir 


1607 


1521 


21 


862 


1110 


68 


665 


816 


82 


569 


617 


1 


617 


446 


St. Joseph 


2824 


1475 


12 


1164 


1269 


262 


968 


1011 


418 


986 


978 


64 


600 


761 


Tuscola 


442 


242 


4 


60 


68 


84 


Un 


organi 


zed. 






1 






Van Bui sn 


1710 


1081 


84 


618 


771 


87 


868 


609 


117 


878 


850 


46 


188 


251 


Wasbtef aw 


8570 


2688 


109 


8274 


8604 


608 


8029 


8081 


917 


2847 


8549 


886 


8686 


2057 


Wayne 


5250 


5777 


^ 


8407 


4660 


<68 


8644 


8808 


420 


2845 


8787 


192 


8846 


2287 


Total 


71762 


68186 


1660 


88869 


41848 


7887 


88940 


80687 


10888 

II 


84887 


87789 


8682 

1 


82988 


21181 



Fremont over Buchanan, 19.686; Pierce over Scott, 7.988 ; Oan over Taylor, 6,747 ; Polk over Clay, 8428; Harrisoa 
trer Van Buren, 1,808. Mr. Kmey received 821 votes in 1840. 



A rOL'TICAL TEXT-BOOK FOE 1860. 



POPULAR VOTE FOR PRESIDENT. 



22S 



I2ri>LUrA-iQ>nUnued,) 





1856. 


1852. 


1848. 


1844. 


1840. 


OOi^riTlXb. 


Sep. 
Frem't 


Dem. 
Buc'an 


Am. 
Fill'ie. 


Whig. 

Scott. 


Pierce. 


F. Soil 
Unle. 


Whig. 
Taylur. 


Dem. 
Cuss. 


FreeD. 
Van B. 


Whig. 
Clay. 


Dem. 

Polk. 


Aho 
BJruey. 


Whig. 
Ha'Hon 


Dem. 
Van B. 


Wabash 

Warren 

Warrick. 

Washington ... 

Wayne 

Wells 

White 

WhiUey 


1785 

1167 

107 

.881 

8688 

726 

708 

797 


1096 

767 

1606 

1778 

1958 

981 

746 

851 


108 

76 

480 

691 

100 

16 

42 

67 


1145 
860 
487 
1098 
2804 
416 
610 
497 


959 

652 

1634 

1613 

1874 

710 

636 

668 


91 

66 
81 
11 
786 
28 
18 
11 


847 
708 
467 
1126 
2085 
852 
206 
818 


789 
460 
862 
1648 
1482 
416 
805 
878 


140 

68, 
21 
22 
889, 
18 
84 
81 


601 
779 
894 
1149 
2821 
185 
259 
222 


675 
470 
860 
1660 
1486 
806 
218 
287 


19 
10 

6 

818 

8 

2 


807 
787 
865 
1188 
2869 
181 
206 
144 


198 
847 
662 
1881 
1253 
140 
144 
141 


Total 


94875 


118670 


22886 


60901 


95840 


6929 


69907 


74745 


8100 


67867 


70181 


2106 


66802 


61604 



Buchanan over Fremont, 24,295; Pierce over Scott, 14,489; Cass over Taylor, 4,888; Polk oyer Clay, 2,264; 
Harrison over Van Buren, 13,698. 

aoiTiTaaTiaxT'T. 



COUNTIES. 


Hep. 
Frcm'i 


Dem, 
Buu'uii 


Am. 
FiU'ie. 


Whig. 
Scott. 


Dem. 
Pieiee. 


F.S<ril 
Uale. 


Whig. 
Taylor. 


Dem. 


FreeD. 
VanB. 


Whig. 
Clay. 


Dem. 
Polk. 


Aho. 
Bimey. 


Whig. 
Ha'6on 


Dem. 
VanB. 


Fah^eld 

Hartford. 

Litchfield 

Middlesex 

NewHayen.... 
New London... 

Tolland 

Windham 


6288 
8416 
6481 
2887 
#76 
5402 
2407 
8913 


5689 
7087 
8986 
2964 
7815 
8958 
1958 
2248 


928 
809 
150 
188 
604 
850 
86 
56 


4814 
6329 
8946 
2066 
6046 
8361 
1708 
2095 


6165 
6689 
4062 
2734 
6097 
4079 
2015 
2448 


167 
461 
418 
238 
424 
687 
202 
618 


6086 
6000 
8918 
2136 
6273 
4020 
1665 
2266 


4064 
6346 
8674 
2152 
4616 
8421 
1612 
2262 


462 
810 
800 
861 
806 
776 
191 
799 


6868 
6269 
4668 
2824 
6546 
4081 
1964 
2620 


4599 
6624 
4886 
2845 
4726 
8709 


142 
287 
868 
180 
229 
804 
120 
863 


4871 
6216 
4542 
2276 
6100 
8816 
1991 
2790 


8862 
4496 
8806 
2275 
4012 
8148 
1609 
2188 


Total 


42715 


84995 


2615 


80869 


88249 


8160 


80314 


27046 


6005 


82882 


29841 


1948 


81601 


25296 



Fremont over Buchanan, 7,720; Pierce oyer Scott, 2,890; Taylor oyer Cass, 8,268; Gay oyer Polk, 2,991; 
Harrison oyer Van Buren, 6,805. Mr. Bimey receiyed 174 yotes in 1840. 



S ]Sr XT S 



L V 



KT I A.- 



rOTTNTTES. 


Rep. 


Dem. 


Am. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


F.Soil 


Whig. 


Dem. 


FreeD. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


Aho. 


Whig. 


Dem. 




Frem't 


Buc'an 


Fill're. 


Scott. 


Pieice. 


Hale. 


Taylor. 


CSM. 


VanB. 


Clay. 


Folk. 


Bimey. 


Ha'Bon 


VanB 


Adams 


1120 


2687 


1249; 


2725 


2018 


81 


2676 


1762 


25| 


2609 


1891 


6 


2453 


1628 


Allegheny 


18671 


9062 


1488 


9615 


7226 


965 


10112 


6691 


779 


8083 


6748 


435 


7619 


4573 


Armstrong 


2968 


2680 


188 


2098 


2480 


142 


2080 


2126 


141 


im 


1988 


88 


1260 


1744 


Braver 


2658 


1905 


286 


1805 


1943 


861 


2665 


8803 


680 


2792 


2172 


870 


8148 


1710 


Bedford 


806 


2468 


1986 


2278 


2319 


.— 


2886 


8816 


1 


8147 


2989 


5 


2910 


2446 


Berks . 


1037 


11272 


8586. 


4913 


9503 


6 


6082 


9484 


61 


4000 


8674 


8 


8682 


7426 


Blair 


445 


2069 


2450' 


2690 


1931 


6 


2476 


1486 


4 


With 


Hunti 


ngdon 






Bradford 


6933 


2814 


101 


8526 


8930 


281 


8272 


1889 


1780 


8285 


8568 


63 


2631 


2844 


Bucks 


4682 

34()1 

804 


6517 
2648 
2987 


785. 

67f 

968' 


4928 
2888 
1461 


6766 
2588 
2035 


68 

166 

15 


6140 
2506 
1283 


6864 
2247 
1886 


163 

178 

12 


4862 

2247 

996 


6261 
2112 
1128 


27 

185 

2 


4706 

2100 

811 


4488 


Butler 


1804 


Cambria 


920 


Carbon. 


692 


1866 


465' 


749 


1311 


_— 


889 


1181 


1 


631 


905 


■ _ 


Unorg 


anized 


Centre 


390 


2896 


1952 


1916 


2993 


_ 


1856 


2611 


4 


1860 


2425 


7 


1448 


2242 


Chester 


5808 


6338 


1448' 


6700 


6520 


888 


6949 


5360 


607 


6070 


6550 


106 


6642 


4882 


Clarion , 


788 


2760 


950 


1218 


2642 


28! 


1372 


2306 


87 


814 


1888 


7 


648 


1366 


Clairfield 


718 


1978 


604 


997 


1783 


24| 


761 


1168 


23 


544 


874 


— . 


499 


812 


Clinton 


618 


1485 


662 


996 


1318 


2 


911 


967 


1 


788 


875 


.— 


688 


649 


Columbia 


1289 


2S89 


219 


1165 


2102 


>— 


2268 


8396 


29 


1788 


8870 


1 


1826 


2829 


Crawford 


6360 


389t 


45 


2775 


8427 


996 


2204 


2748 


621 


2686 


8884 


189 


2469 


2908 


Cumberland . . . 


1472 


8427 


1579, 


2878 


8188 


_- I 


8242 


8178 


25 


8092 


8165 


6 


2791 


8695 


Dauphin 


1615 


3094 


2439i 


8673 


2675 


29! 


8706 


2264 


84 


8285 


8401 


16 


8124 


8187 


Delaware 


1590 


2005 


1010 


2088 


1787 


107; 


8194 


1547 


84 


2090 


1466 


15 


2081 


1835 


Elk 


275 


576 


62 


168 


423 


14 


184 


242 


16 


101 


128 


9 


Unorg 


anized 


Krie • . . • • . • 


6156 


2584 


289 


4015 


2788 


611 


8418 


2022 


857 


8681 


2226 


74 


S636 


2061 


Fayette 


2089 


8564 


1174' 


8060 


8867 


— 


8046 


8441 


78 


8804 


8429 


85 


2755 
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Buchanan over Fillmore, 11,860 ; Pierce orer Scott. 686 ; Taylor over Cass, 8,661 ; Clay over Polk, 8,945 ; Harrison 
<orer Yan Buren, 12,594. Mr. Uale received 60 votes in this State, in 1862, and Mr. Van Buren 85, in 1848. 
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1 S7S 




IW 


IW 


WH 



POPULAR VOTE FOft PJBB^ISKfT. 
LOmSUJlA-iflt 





1S66. 


ISSS. 


184S. 


1S44. 


1840. 




P,ifS™. 


„Sr.„ 


K: 


Plorti. 


a. 


ai 


^: 


te 


l^"£..^ 


n™. 


ai~ ChBtlel 


i 

14! 
16T 


104 
4^ 
SS4 

i 


i 

lao 


89 

S43 
SBS 
101 

4«S 

S 

s 


185 

leg 

1 

m 

UDorg> 


l| 
S40 

s 

J 


M 
8M 

s 

MS 


i 


m 

468 


g 


H. Joha DaplbW 


*J 




.,.."*• 






?? 








WatEaiooRoDge.... 






£U 








SOT08 


*aiM 


,.». 


■•"' 


18S1T 


16810 


laqbs 


18TM 


ims 








Duchanaji »v«r FUtn 


»™, 1,461 


i Pterfl 


o»efacDtt,l^a; 


TV|«* 


»rCui,a^Tl Folk 0T« Clay, «*) 


HiWtoW 



^Eira'TTJo;K-v. 



Bftium 

Bttb ..!!!!!!: 

BoiirtHm 

Bojie 

EteUJiio!"!'! 
Breckeurldf^. . 

ctidwdi.!!".'! 

Camplidll!.. 
0»miU 

Ohilnlia'"!! 
dark 

clKin".!!!;: 

Critlenitai ... 
chuabeiwid.. 

EslUl '.'.'.' 

VtifEnlDf ..... 

gTUiltiiJi.'.^"" 

QaWt'oH '.'.'.'.'. 
OsrTKd 

Gr»vM";:" 

are«Diip_.... 
Hsncodi 

Hendenon... 

Hlfk^u!.'!! 

Binklu 

Jtdcnan 







461 












£SS 






»a 


464 


g 




S 


s 


s 










z 
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S 


448 




a 






a 


UnoH^ 














































































































ffi 




« 


ni 






B 


689 




















































































ffi 
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s 




























S 
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K 


m 


440 






























TW 






iii 
















X 
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■SI 




S14 
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818 


4T8 


84* 


aei 
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A POUTIOAL TEXT-BOOK FOB 1860. 



XEJSmTOET—i^OonUn/fMd,) 





1856. 


1862. 


1848. 


1844. 


1840. 


COUNTIES. 


Am. 

PlUmore. 


Detn. 
Buch'an. 


Whig. 
Scott. 


Dem. 
Pierce. 


Wkfg. 
Taylor. 


Dem. 
Cau. 


Whig. 

i Clay. 

i 


Dem. 
Polk, 


Whig. 
Harrhton. 


Dem. 
YanB. 


Lanrel 

Lairrence 

Letcher. 

Lewis 

Lincoln 


408 
466 
79 
586 
796 
467 

1618 
258 

1087 
418 
104 

1803 
660 
404 
714 
615 
546 
661 
289 
733 
798 
666 
813 
887 
554 
885 
746 
178 
161 
167 
966 
417 
106 
448 
674 

1262 
487 
891 
817 
762 
581 
275 
653 

1364 
441 
515 
573 
672 


865 
478 
287 
681 
459 
872 
506 
890 
882 

1164 
948 
994 
505 
476 
402 

1121 
461 
661 

1068 
747 

1041 
709 
901 
628 

1679 
401 
782 
296 
706 
177 

1886 

184 

. 287 

429 

1049 
778 
687 
484 
672 
573 
869 
599 
925 
695 

1145 
699 
838 
420 


872 

885 
68 

400 

674 

812 

1294 

Unorga 

976 

782 

91 

1887 

885 
Unorga 

647 

594 

518 

877 

816 

814 

958 

592 

701 

888 

505 

294 

262 

180 

221 

111 

707 

826 
Unorga 

487 

729 
1184 

889 

881 

264 

652 

560 

800 

499 

982 

637 

463 
No 

706 


187 
862 
78 
503 
888 
267 
884 

nised. 
541 
763 
425 
896 
416 

nised. 
280 
914 
889 
860 
509 
563 
487 
721 
624 
486 
1186 
326 
570 
77 
194 
183 
622 
97 

nised. 
195 
888 
763 
880 
840 
627 
422 
629 
491 
612 
600 
680 
842 

return. 
410 


488 
414 

No 

621 

882 

408 

1402 

1318 

765 

120 
1681 

407 

718 
784 
658 
586 
418 
746 
1149 
678 
718 
476 
588 
880 
875 

No 

225 

Unorga 

947 

497 

519 

797 
1484 

448 

460 
Unorga 

808 

588 

861 

501 
1226 

721 

689 

584 

778 


145 
818 
return. 
566 
825 
265 
868 

664 
629 
496 
953 
808 

225 
1088 
548 
879 
490 
487 
464 
704 
542 
488 
810 
248 
699 

return. 
140 

nised. 
784 
95 

180 
784 
716 
428 
851 
nised. 
409 
682 
486 
468 
608 
678 
405 
98 
887 


884 
847 
29 
606 
769 
424 
1407 

1202 

715 

94 

1608 

266 

680 * 
557 
678 
451 
247 
657 
1326 
678 
601 
426 
485 
165 
287 
113 
261 

727 
451 

481 
808 
1441 
465 
469 

784 
567 
268 
507 
1132 
660 
585 
431 
750 


124 
845 
161 
543 
835 
327 
874 

688 

787 
600 
799 
195 

228 
985 
597 
478 
512 
439 
603 
703 
513 
625 
937 
129 
530 
84 
238 

708 
78 

178 
938 
796 

418 
508 

406 
651 
507 
584 
687 
709 
842 
99 
473 


171 
68 
Unorga 
845 
613 
225 
902 

972 
No 

1281 
149 

889 

789 

622 

Unorga 

67 
844 
765 
428 
818 
854 
174 
Unorga 
188 

S8 

24 

514 
400 

226 
544 
1327 
827 
292 

650 
271 
Unorga 
205 
768 
263 
8S3 
269 
615 


lOO 
207 
nised. 
808 
81 T 


IJvingston . , r ^ 


861 


Loiran 


289 


Lyon 




Madison 


420 


Marion 


return. 


MarshalL 




Mason. 


506 


McCracken 


106 


McLean 




Meade 


128 


Mercer 


938 


Montgomery 


888 


Monroe 


nized. 


Morgan 

Mnhlenburg 


885 
227 


Nelson 


425 


Nicholas 


489 


Ohio 


24T 


Oldham 


50O 


Owen 


649 


Owsley 


nised. 


Pendleton 


842 


Peny 


172 


Pike 


213 


Powell 




Pulaski 

Rock Oastle 


443 

158 


Rowan 




Russell 


127 


Scott 


993 


Shelby 


586 


Simpson 

Spencer 


257 
847 


Taylor 

Todd 

Trigg 

Trimble 


212 
859 
nised. 


Union 

Warren 


266 
441 


Washington 

Wayne 


686 
849 


Whitley 

Woodford 


80 
825 






Total 


67416 


74642 


57068 


58806 


67141 


49720 


61265 


51988 


58489 


82616 







Buchanan over Fillmore, 7,236; Scott over Pierce,' 8,262 ; Taylor over Oass, 17,421; Clay oyer Polk, 9,267; Hanri* 
0on over Van Buren, 26,878. 



TITS. 



IT S 



COUNTIES. 


Am. 
Fillmore. 


Dem, 
Boch'an. 


Whig. 
Scott. 


Dem. 
Pierce. 


Whig. 
Taylor. 


Dem. 
Cass. 


Wh^. 
Clay. 


Dem, 
Polk. 


Whig. 
Harrison. 


D*m. 
Van B. 


Arkansas 

Ashley 

Benton 

Bradley 


224 
No 

75 
848 

66 
184 
157 
192 
604 
147 
161 

No 
218 
225 
192 

116 

51 

No 
415 
131 


226 
return. 
753 
898 
. 291 
655 
165 
528 
676 
408 
871 
return. 
885 
884 
877 

449 

210 

return. 

610 

478 


120 

88 

91 
183 

52 
124 

85 

186 

Unorga 

110 

158 

95 
150 
185 
118 

106 

18 

94 
298 
125 


140 
146 
884 
180 
151 
833 
118 
205 
nked. 
259 
236 
97 
194 
199 
185 

224 

77 
211 
860 
269 


80 

Unorga 

90 

227 

Unorga 

189 

146 

193 

149 
845 
104 
208 
208 
198 

Returns 

52 

18 
875 
141 

4 


74 

nised. 
290 
124 

nised. 
261 
110 
228 

171 
457 
68 
265 
149 
249 

r^ected. 

98 

46 

880 

178 


80 

96 

144 

No 
210 
174 

167 

885 

109 
Unorga 

127 
Unorga 

146 

No 

87 
814 
120 


98 

851 
154 

return. 
168 
217 

288 
565 
129 

nised. 
55 

nised. 

261 

return. 
206 
869 
287 


120 

72 

68 
191 
119 

177 

835 

95 

178 

Vofa TCJ«o 
roruMliijr 
niftj. for V 

18 

210 

55 


78 
245 


Calhoun 

Carroll 


223 


Chicot 


48 


Clark 


87 


Columbia 

Conway 


201 


Crawford 

Crittenden 


847 

71 


Dallas 




Desha 

Drew 


78 


Franklin 


t«4 for inr 
It wua iiO 


Fulton 


an Buren. 


Greene 


106 


Hempstead 

Hot Springs.... 


251 

106 



FOPUIJLR VOTE FOR PJftESIDENT. 
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AJSXAJmAS-^CknMmu^) 



COUNTIES. 



Independence. 

Izard 

Jackaon ...... 

Jefferson 

Johnson 

Lafayette . . . . . 
Lawrence .... 

Madison 

Marion 

Misaiaslppi . . . , 

Monroe 

Montgomery . . 

Newton 

Ouachita 

Perry 

PhilUps , 

Pike , 

Poinsett 

Polk 

Pope , 

Prairie 

Pulaski 

Randolpli . . . . . 

Saline 

ficott 

Searcy 

Sebastian . . . . 

Sevier 

St. Francis 

Union 

VanBuren.... 
Washington.., 

White 

YeU 

Total 



1856. 



Am. 

Fillmore. 



612 

94 
486 
881 
118 
120 
283 

79 
126 
121 
129 

46 

82 
601 

44 
464 

47 

78 

No 

168 

229 

666 

67 
218 

98 

61 
892 
286 
808 
616 

78 
867 
201 
147 



10787 



Dem. 
Bach'&n 



860 
496 
691 
616 
463 
176 
717 
649 
898 
188 
288 
868 
183 
701 
126 
626 
296 
248 
return. 
668 
898 
789 
416 
404 
216 
808 
802 
628 
498 
626 
806 
917 
408 
888 



21910 



1852. 



Whig. 

Scoit. 



462 

69 
298 
224 
198 
148 
299 

76 

40 

44 

67 

28 

8 

462 

16 
888 

40 

48 

17 
188 

78 
286 

82 
187 

28 

76 
180 

60 
172 
884 

No 
826 

97 
166 



7404 



Dem. 
Pierce. 



612 
226 
886 
806 
884 
170 
417 
274 
187 

88 

92 
111 

79 
496 

88 
878 
168 
182 

94 
826 
170 
419 

96 
277 

88 
197 
288 
126 
807 
681 
return. 
496 
189 
826 



12178 



1848. 



Whig, 
Taylor. 



422 
No 

194 

196 

194 
86 

289 
87 
49 

118 

118 
Retumfl 
2 

671 
29 
No 
67 
44 
17 

240 
41 

488 
60 

147 
61 
No 

108 
208 
668 

96 
877 

48 
187 



Dem. 
Caas. 



408 
return. 
286 
177 
860 

98 
291 
214 

49 
110 

98 
rejected. 

64 
428 

80 
return. 
188 
116 

69 
292 
111 
466 
129 
244 
180 
return. 

196 
260 
686 
186 
480 
60 
186 



7688 



9800 



1844. 



Whig. 
Clay. 



278 

124 
180 
141 
81 
112 
68 
No 
No 
92 
With Ho 
16 
220 
88 
280 
No 
29 
No 
241 
Unorga 
488 
69 
180 
86 



114 
99 

214 
46 

873 
96 
80 



Dem. 
Folk. 



6604 



886 

184 
147 
481 
70 
267 
866 

return. 

return. 
78 

tspring. 

140 

184 

66 

276 

return. 
171 

return. 
803 

nized. 

628 

861 

219 

167 



801 
269 
409 
121 
729 
128 
249 



9646 



1840. 



Whig. 
HarriKon. 



870 

79 

107 

178 

160 

48 

188 

186 

21 

90 

124 



288 
28 

4 

188 

606 
46 

142 
83 



76 

83 
124 

23 
422 

82 



6160 



Dem. 
VanB. 



198 

174 

148 

109 

824 

26 

214 

258 

112 

78 

44 



247 

87 

180 

.268 

499 
263 
186 
112 
mij. 60 

197 
246 
178 
161 
620 
46 



6766 



Buchanan over Fillmore, 11,128; Pierce over Scott, 4,769; Caas over Taylor, 1,712; Polk over Clay, 4,042; 
Vwi Buren orer Harrison, 1,606. 



X«£ZSSOX7ZlZ. 



COUNTIES. 


Am. 

Fillmore. 


Dem. 
Buch'an. 


Whig. 
Scott. 


Dem. 
Pierce. 


Whig. 
Taylor. 


Dem. 
Cau. 


Whig. 
Clay. 


Dem. 
Polk. 


Whig. 
Hanibon. 


Dem^ 
Van U. 


Adair 


288 
428 
182 
666 

148 
68 
266 
169 
199 
1829 
768 
84 
287 
1096 
210 
664 
899 
696 
168 
440 
781 
766 
406 
269 
787 
460 
888 
188 
880 
7T 
173 
101 

No 
681 
220 


410 
889 

• 846 
621 
468 
64 
409 
467 
418 
968 
1086 
148 
296 
806 
269 
898 
669 
661 
891 
659 
687 
676 
897 
668 
7T8 
484 
418 
464 
673 
816 
886 
147 

return. 
846 
408 


118 
466 
106 
800 

72 

Unorga 

104 

167 

28 

1112 

712 

16 
167 
670 

67 
828 
289 
828 

66 
848 
826 
626 
288 
216 
646 
240 
176 
103 
896 

74 

66 
Ni 

81 
277 

8C 


201 
784 
160 
160 
268 

nized. 
116 
828 
113 
618 
867 
26 
809 
498 
109 
487 
286 
887 
168 
498 
289 
406 
290 
462 
686 
278 
876 
844 
861 
. 96 
167 

return. 
86 
619 
804 


884 

77 
186 

66 

146 

208 

Unorga 

1108 

704 
Unorga 

128 

849 

166 

486 

266 
No 

116 

417 

284 

626 

290 

277 

818 

268 

166 

106 

269 

Unorga 

87 

43 

Unorga 

889 
87 


689 
186 
166 
217 

186 
882 

nized. 
688 
1066 

nized. 
168 
681 
282 
709 
298 

return. 
271 
677 
243 
418 
286 
681 
688 
276 
806 
288 
868 

nSsed. 
146 
42 

nized. 
680 
849 


294 
884 
Unorga 
176 
142 

206 
252 

1190 
699 

129 
940 

70 
618 
242 
267 
Unorga 
871 
226 
766 
810 
418 
901 
287 
266 

76 
816 

Unoifa 
Unorga 


460 
941 
nized. 
163 

478 

807 
664 

602 
1162 

212 
798 
247 
914 
811 
448 
nized. 
602 
220 
662 
667 
1122 
788 
867 
690 
846 
446 

nized. 
nized. 

796 
826 


Unorga 
Unorga 

182 
98 

Unorga 
160 

1112 
840 

188 

881 
Unorga 

455 

112 
Unorga 

246 

240 

467 

187 

848 

778 

240 
Unorga 
Unorga 

170 

866 

186 


nized. 


Andrew 


nized. 


AtchiBon 

Audrain 


123 


Barry 

Barton 


486 


Bates 


nized. 


Benton 


601 


Bollinger 




Boone 


600 


Buchanan 

Butler 


1128 


Caldwell 


164 


Calloway 


626 


Camden 


nized. 


Cape Girardeau 

Carroll 

Cass 

Cedar 


764 
182 
nized. 


Chariton. 


891 


Clark 


206 


Clay 

CKnfcnn , , . 


649 

268 


Cole 


963 


Cooper 


694 


Crawford 


264 


Bade 


nized. 


Dallas 


nized. 


Daviess. .• 


264 


Dent .. 

DeKalb 




Dunklin 




Dodce 




Franklin . . . . ; 


663 




686 







fm 



A tOUfiOAt tXM-^06K: t6i mo. 



MBsami^iCbmkma^ 



C(SCKfiM. 



#ttktry 

VKcn ••...... 

€Rrtmd7 

HMrrkon. 

H«hry 

fiickory 

Holt 

Howard 

Jaekflon 

Jasper. 

Jefferson 

JohDson 

Knox.... 

Laclede 

Lafayette 

liMrftnce 

Lewis 

I^coln 

Linn 

Livingston . . . , 
McDonald .... 

Ifitcon , 

Madison , 

Maries 

Marion 

Me^oeir ....... 

MUler 

Mbslssippi . . . . 
Moniteau .... 

M6nroe 

Montgomeiy . 

M6rgan 

Mew Madrid . 
Newton....... 

Vtotbswzy .... 

Oulge 

Oregon 

C^eark 

PeiiilBoott.... 

Perry 

Pettis 

Pike. 

Platte 

Polk. 

Pulaski 

Putnam 

Rolls 

Randolph .... 

Ray 

Reyliolds .... 

R^ley 

St; Charles.... 

St. Clair 

St. Francois : . 
St. OeneTieve 

St. Louis 

SfOine 

Schuyler. 

S>^land.. . . . 

Scott 

Shannon. 

^Iby 

Standard .... 

Stbne 

SidUyan 

Tatfey 

Texas 

Veknon 

Wluren 

VMilngtoii... 

Wayne 

Wfebstter 

VTHght 

fbtia 



• 1S56. 


liB53. 


liB48. 


1B44. 


1840. 


Am. 


Diltn. 


Vl^i(f. 


ntmu 


JViiig^ 


/>flbt. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


Whig. 


Dem. 


P\\\io»rt. 


liticb'aD. 


Sdott. 


Pierce. 


"tmyioi. 


CSM(. 


Polk. 


HarriMW. 


VanB. 


9^ 


767 


388 


288 


152 


896 


nik>r8a&lxtid« 1 


, 




1008 


102» 


484 


920 


401 


825 


851 


817 


171 


400 


850 


885 


215 


184 


825 


187 


846f 


865 


Unorga idted. 


818 


495 


, Ul 


164 


68 


144 


Uoiorta 


nised. 


. 




402 


869 


• 866 


245 


874 


289 


380*^ 


888 


299 


m 


180 


888 


75 


U* 


98 


224 


Unorga 
185^ 


ninid. 


Unorga lUMd. 


240 


409 


189 


291 
762 


148 


248 


878 


. 




798 


867 


675 


801 


888 


1018 


969 


768 


9(0. 


894 


1168 


728 


858 


895 


954 


614 


852 


457 


711 


294 


898 


169 


855 


161 


294 


116 


248 


Unorga flfMO. 


528 


887 
640 


173 


810 


246 


811 


827 


849 


298 


881 


844 


860 

210 


466 


884 


451 


867 


611 


225 


894 


891 


471 


265 


196 


197 


Unorga 


nizdd. 




, 


225 


821 


71 


1$4 


Unorga 


nlied. 










1^98 


664 


iG9 


682 


915 


^ 


820 


676 


Unorga 


nis«d. 


858 


574 


168 


^0 


170 


874 


Unorga 


nised. 




. 


642 


761 


898 


408 


479 


479 


880 


408 


542 


608 


672 


846 


440 


667 


666 


696 


878 


688 


462 


643 


888 


400 


249 


282 


280 


207 


269 


494 


98 


28S 


480' 


601 


251 


821 


195 


878 


198 


851 


249 


487 


61 


2199 


68 


194 


Unorga 


nixed. 


■ 








485 


984 


855 


478 


860 


470 


827 


457 


874 


508 


855 


418 


117 


259 


881 


877 


188 


899 


152 


875 


67 


246 


Uttorga 


nized. 










, 




1821 


7^7 


751 


1048 


797 


1017 


721 


827 


634 


417 


450 


188 


186 


144 


188 


Unorga 


nised. 






108 


224 


62 


879 


76 


878 


74 


869 


21 


( 81t 


8lt 


827 


117 


168 


188 


181 


Unorga 


nised. 






887 


427 


189 


868 


161 


466 


Uiiorga 


nised. 




, 


1012 


762 


760 


611 


807 


661 


792 


678 


815 


618 


608 


865* 


886 


265 


879 


186 


859 


232 


844 


26fi 


227 


408 


188 


278 


167 


842 


262 


644 


167 


49i 


29ft 


284 


:?? 


82 


828 


168 


893 


208 


868 


194 


286 


528 


828 


161 


461 


189 


665 


178 


689 


188 


488 


61 


111 


^ 


148 


Unorga 


nised. 






219 


413 


148 


872 


92 


812* 


484 




, 


87 


824 


11 


95 


Unorga 


nised. 










6i 


149 


82 


67 


69 


118 


67 


808 


XJmrgi 


nlMt 


Itl 


110 


67 


84 


Utionni 


idfled. 










207 


686 


171 


818 


822 


889 


885 


468 


Unorga 


»^^^ 


482 


819 


245 


801 


280 


265 


228 


819 


156 


9te 


1181 


1118 


808 


753 


798 


784 


861 


809 


732 


746 


1040 


1268 


910 


1060 


1102 


1494 


900 


1&>6 


459 


966 


413 


663 


260 


604 


281 


616 


878 


686 


241 


869 


68 


868 


89 


169 


124 


841 


86 


825 


196 


729 


257 


488 


104 


121 


74 


120 


UnQrga 


nised. 






684 


869 


841 


278 


897 


899 


422 


882 


400 


886 


606 


695 


478 


602 


60T 


608 


696 


671 


515 


405 


744 


874 


*1 


618 


609 


628 


699 


784 


483 


608 


83 


114- 


98- 


21 


148 


Unorgal 


nised. 






41 


806 


16 


88 


14 


154 


81 


266 


15 


895 


688' 
210 


772 


878 


698 


477 


669 


480 


608 


686 


409 


847 


149 


225 


148 


268 


177 


842 


Unorga 


nised. 


401 


641. 


25Q 


629 


885 


874 


801 


284 


221 


199 


m 

6884 


858 
6684 


4S98 


166^ 
6829 


^ 


168 

4778 


198 
^88 


SB29 


170 
2515 


8ie 

181% 


868 


699 


614 


44sr 


686 


488 


691 


446 


875 


8tt 


853 


472 
68» 


818 


223 


204 
181 


193 
240 


Uiio^ga 
817 


falzed. 
442 


Unorga 


idsed. . 


845 


822 


69 


97 


14f 


•817 


V» 


480 


. 284 1 600 


14 


40 


_« 


^9 


85 


54 


67 


871 


. Unorga nisM. . 


483 


878 


807 


^ 


175 


268 


844 


209 


. 288 


8» 


151 


815 


118 


i7r 


97 


196 


115 


828 


69 


808 


9 


187 


^\ 


94 


Unorgi 


nised. 










860 


658 


277 


154 


250 


Uhotjsat 


nised. 






84 


888 




163 


54 


825' 


.88 


897 


41 


803 


n 


478 


95 


167 


82 


185' 


U&origa 


nisbd. 






179 


802 


68 


15* 


Ufaorgil 


nisi^d. 










878 


868 


801 


801 


851 


888 


864 


841 


843 


816 


487 


678 


868 


884 


479 


428 


618 


688. 


479 


5M 


100 


287 


_^ 


144 


91 


245 


88 


866 


57 


xn 


188 


468 


Vhotg^ 


nised. 














64 


86T 


95 


1 167 


72 


181 


97 


488 


. Unorga 


ndied; 


4^24 


68164 


29984 


88teai 


8^1 


40077 


81851 


41869 


[ 132978 


89TM 



Buchanan over Fillmor^, 9i,640; Pleite toVer Seolt^ 8^; OaM orer taybr, 7',406; Poic'oter day, 19,118; Van 
Qurea oter Harrison, 6,788. * 



POTOUB VOTB FOB. P3E8IDBNT. 
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A POLITICAL TEXT-BOO^ FOR TSCO. 



CALIFORNIA-HOonUwiud,) 



TEXAS— (,OonHnu6d.) 







1856. 


1852. 


COUNTIES. 










Frem't. 


Bnch'n. 


■■ ■ ■ ." 
Fillm'e. 


Scott. 


Pierea. 


H*l0. 


Placer 


992 


2808 


2096 


2295 


2881 




Plumas 


217 


1124 


865 


Uno 


rg'd. 




Sacramento . . . 


941 


8438 


8886 


8644 


8280 




i»n Bernardino 


98 


814 


7 


Uno 


rg'd. 




San Piego .... 
film Francisco. 


18 


178 


88 


107 


105 




5089 


5382 


1598 


4167 


4241* 




San Joaquin . . 


548 


1285 


1040 


1159 


1198 




SanLuisObispo 


107 


88 


15 


112 


11 




San Mateo .... 


238 


282 


118 


Uno 


rg'd. 




Santa Barbara 


183 


176 


10 


78 


104 




Santa Clara... 


809 


576 


6V3 


827 


799 




Canta Cruz. . . . 


196 


820 


288 


186 


806 




Shasta 


169 


1537 


1088 


757 


971 




Sierra 


693 


2506 


2205 


1848 


1619 




Siskiyou 


464 


2078 


1791 


459 


492 




Solano 


189 


799 


684 


808 


865 




Sonoma 


882 


1515 


498 


267 


474 




Stanislaus .... 


21 


486 


228 


Uno 


rg'd. 




Sutter 


92 


491 


847 


214 


205 




Tehama 


44 


436 


811 


Uno 


rg'd. 




Trinity 


188 


1011 


882, 


688 


785 




Tulare and 
Buena Vista . . 


• 28 


248 


189 


82 


40 




Tuolumne .... 


1056 


2986 


2112 


2641 


8182 




Yolo 


130 
650 


553 
8451 


588 
2081 


400 
2077 


850 
2199 




Yuba 








Total 


20691 


53865 


86165 


85407 


406^6 


100 



Buchanan over Fremont, 82,674; Pierce over Scott, 
5,219. 





'risx'X.J^&. 








1856. 


1852. 


1848. 


OOTTNTIES. 












FUlm'^ 


Boch'n. 


S«ott. 


Pierce. 


Taylor. 


CaH. 


Anderson .... 


825 


612 


150 


412 


88 


229 


Angelina 


No re 


turn. 


28 


66 


29 


62 


Atascosa. 


68 


87 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Austin 


120 


858 


7 


22 


45 


176 


Bowie 


88 


171 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Bandera. 


12 


9 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Bastrop 


280 


408 


94 


213 


42 


191 


Bell.. 


151 

818 


812 

747 


26 
299 


157 

804 


Uno 
189 


rg'd. 


Bexar 


882 


Bosque 


20 


64 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Brazoria 


74 


225 


48 


148 


88 


172 


Brasos 


74 


56 


9 


84 


— 


88 


Brown 


Uno 


rg'd. 










Burleson 


168 


261 


19 


108 


9 


04 


Burnett 


76 


141 


— 


21 


Uno 


rg'd. 


Oamanche . . . 


11 


40 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Cass 


852 

614 


681 
845 


80 
248 


75 
696 


107 
110 


228 


Cherokee .... 


802 


ColUn 


802 


564 


58 


135 


48 


99 


Cooke 


_— 


58 


5 


14 


— 


— 


Caldwell 


196 


895 


84 


285 


27 


99 


Calhoun 


maj. 


85 


94 


125 


71 


76 


Cameron 


123 


492 


242 


829 


— 


— 


Colorado 


183 


258 


80 


92 


20 


63 


Comal 


26 


284 


6 


112 


14 


106 


Coryell 


69 


118 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Dallas 


245 


608 


122 


288 


67 


209 


Denton 


182 


808 


— 


87 


7 


46 


DeWitt 


108 


258 


^— 


— 


16 


81 


Ellis 


176 


239 


48 


90 


Uno 


rg'd. 


El Paso, Earth 


maj. 


1022 


Ubo 


rg'd. 






Fannin 


288 


667 


68 


203 


88 


245 


Falls 


74 
899 


168 
667 


Uno 
166 


rg'd. 
841 


92 




Fayette....... 


175 


Fort Bend.... 


186 


196 


81 


86 


89 


186 


Freestone .... 


144 


841 


•8 


188 


Uno 


rg'd. 


Q^alveston.. . . . 


814 


481 


141 


824 


71 


76 


Gillespie 


25 


115 


2 


74 


— 


— 


GoUad 


185 


98 


— 


— 


27 


84 


Gonzales. ... 


863 


610 


120 


209 


63 


92 


Jrrimes 


260 


828 


68 


142 


68 


186 


Guadaloupe... 


258 


859 


63 


154 


81 


72 


Grayson 


182 


415 


68 


198 


47 


184 


Harris 


449 


645 


195 


468 


289 


448 


Hays 


128 


180 


21 


65 


12 


48 


Hidalgo 


— 


169 


48 


119 


Uno 


rg»;U 


HUl 


181 


175 


Uno 


rg'd. 









1856. 


1853. 


1848. 


COUNTIES. 












Fillm'e. 


Boch'n. 


Soott 


Fierce. 


Taylor. 


CaM. 


Harrison. 


605 


665 


288 


402 


864 


881 


Henderson . . . 


77 


292 


28 


74 


42 


68 


Hopkins 


288 


680 


29 


116 


70 


227 


Houston 


170 


400 


46 


125 


24 


161 


Hunt 


188 


892 


19 


121 


11 


66 


Jackson 


68 


93 


88 


90 


18 


64 


Johnson 


79 


186 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Jack 


Uno 
99 


rg'd. 
185 


80 


121 


68 




jasper. 


118 


Jefferson 


49 


191 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Kaufinan .... 


68 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Karnes 


119 


108 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Kerr 


Uno 


rff'd. 










Kinney 


Uno rg'd. 




Lamar 


235 


555 


67 


189 


186 


858 


Lapassas... . 


61 


77 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Lavacca 


116 


160 


83 


85 


18 


84 


Leon 


235 


837 


48 


124 


26 


142 


Liberty 


108 


180" 


40 


87 


68 


144 


Limestone.... 


119 


101. 


83 


176 


40 


164 


LiyeOak 


Uno 


rg'd. 










Llano 


28 


55 


Uno 


rg'd. 






MeCullock . . . 


Uno 


rg'd. 










McLennan . . . 


201 


293 


6 


45 


Uno 


rgU 


Madison 


125 


113 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Matagorda.. . . 


48 


111 


80 


74 


69 


79 


Maverich .... 


Uno 


rg'd. 










Medina 


89 


136 


2 


42 


_ 


45 


Milam 


196 


211 


56 


119 


88 


119 


Montgomery. . 


168 


179 


74 


120 


59 


168 


Nacogdoches . 


182 


557 


79 


812 


97 


818 


Newton 


88 


138 


16 


111 


20 


66 


Navarro 


210 


800 


89 


220 


44 


124 


Nueces 


maj. 


128 


21 


62 


66 


66 


Orange 


60 


78 


23 


89 


Uno 


rg'd. 


Palo Pinto . . . 


Uno 


rg'd. 


— 


—. 


48 


194 


Panola 


185 


456 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Parker 


Uno 


rg'd. 










Polk 


71 


285 


75 


157 


66 


107 


Presideo 


No re 


turn. 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Red River.... 


285 


288 


86 


288 


177 


844 


ReAi^o 


87 


83 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Robertson. . . . 


96 


222 


53 


95 


6 


67 


Rusk 


659 


1157 


242 


590 


202 


456 


Sabine 


80 


118 


13 


81 


88 


181 


San Augustine 


72 


182 


29 


158 


70 


284 


San Patricio.. 


maj. 


49 


— 


80 


5 


26 


San Saba .... 


21 


48 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Shelby. 


77 


809 


19 


106 


99 


886 


Smith 


870 


810 


— 


— . 


67 


144 


Starr . . • • ... 


17 


874 


68 


76 


_ 


— . 


Tarrant 


92 


490 


11 


61 


Uno 


rg'd. 


Titus 


257 


602 


100 


240 


128 


296 


Travis 


467 


651 


118 


870 


29 


219 


Trinity 


100 


161 


8 


17 


Uno 


rg'd. 


X J icr • • • • • • • 


No re 


turn. 


5 


62 


— 


— 


Upshur 


255 


683 


187 


861 


— 


— > 


Uvalde 


22 


18 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Van Zandt . . . 


48 


223 


6 


48 


26 


68 


Victoria 


117 


141 


9 


96 


87 


80 


Walker 


848 


867 


72 


228 


119 


207 


Washington . . 


481 


654 


121 


619 


128 


878 


Webb 


maj. 


882 


16 


117 


Uno 


Tg'd. 


wnarton .... 


40 


76 


17 


69 


26 


61 


Williamson.... 


240 


807 


62 


148 


16 


41 


Wise 


11 
124 


67 
885 


Uno 
15 


rg'd. 
42 


Uno 




Wood.. 


rg»d. 


Young 


11 


89 


Uno 


rg'd. 






Total 


15689 


81169 


4995 


18552 


4509 


10668 



Buchanan over Fillmore, 15,680; Pierce over Soott, 
8,667 ; Cass over Taylor, 6,159. 



Thi vote of this State, in 1856, was : For Fillmore, 4,888 ; 
for Buchanan, 6,858 ; maj. for Buchanan, 1,626. In 1898^ 
Scott received 2,876 ; Pierce, 4,818 ; maj. for Pierce, 1,448. 
In 1848, Taylor received 8,116; Cass, 1,847; maj. foi 
Taylor, 1,269. 



rOPULAR VOTK FOR PliKSIDEST. 



Hi P 

III h 

Ml II 

3n§ Is 

ill 

iP, if I 

fr- i 

«:i! il 
III p ' 

""33 Off I 

Ess |a 5 

ilS «I 2 

l»i 5? 2 
all; 

lis iJll 

riM 

f Is MiS 



A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1880. 

LATEST ELECTION EETUKNS. 



ELECTION RETURNS— N. JERSEY, PBNN., KARTLAND AND VIRGINIA. 241 



HeW'Jeney^lBftS. 

GOYSBNOB. 



JH0trhl$. 


^n. 


1>MI. 


L 


Wright 
740 


Atlantfc... 


«» 


Camden ... 


8884 


8888 


Cape May .. 


570 


487 


Cumberland. 


1880 


1885 


Gloucester. . 


1477 


1806 


Salem 


8051 


1981 


Total 


9105 


8898 


Minority for Olden, 707. 


n. 


01d«n. 


Wrlsbt 
8898 


Barlington.. 


4748 


Mercer 


8587 


8981 


Monmouth. . 


8006 


8451 


Ocean 


1841 


780 


Total 


18681 


10561 


MiJ. for Olden, 2,180. 


m. 


Olden. 


Wrlfbt. 
8445 


Hunterdon... 


8786 


Middlesex.. 


8858 


8497 


Somerset . . . 


8011 


1888 


Warren .... 


8116 


8848 



Total 10106 10688 

MiJ. for Wright, 616. 

IV. Olden. WrMit. 

Bergen 1268 1518 

Morris 8076 8188 

Passaic. 8468 1870 

Sussex 1848 8588 



Total 8648 9064 

Meg. for Wright, 411. 

y. Oldnu Wright 

Essex. 7888 7454 

Hudson .... 8181 8726 

Union 1766 1899 

Total 12780 18079 

MiU. for Wright, 299. 

TOTAL VOnt or STATK. 

Olden, 58,816 

Wright, 51,714 

MaJ. for Olden,.. 1,601 



Pennsylvania— 1858. 

GONORESa 

JHfftrkiB. Union. Dem. 

L Byan. FloranMu 

Wardl 1587 1481 

<* 8 1481 1414 

" € .... 878 1087 

•* 4 720 1887 

•« 6 part 818 448 

•• 7 1574 1116 

Total 6498 6888 

Nebinger, AnU-Leoomp" 
itm i>«mw, 8,448. 
norence over Ryan, 881. 

IL Morrii. Mvtin. 

Ward 6 part 618 687 

" 6..... 926 817 

•* 8 1184 878 

** 9 1168 896 

" 10 1818 808 

Total 5658 4080 

M^j. for Morris, 1,688. 

Ward 11.... 987 ^8 

" 18.... 1188 881 

'* 16.... 1884 1186 

'» 17.... 984 1886 

* 18.... 1667 978 

** 19 part 978 696 

Total 6977 5b84 

Reed, Am.^ C8. 

Verree over Landj, 1,143. 



FSNNSYLVAmA, 

OONaRBSSMOEMtfteiMcL) 

JHttridt, Union. Dem. 
IV. MiUwurd. Fhilliiw. 

Ward 18.... 1691 846 

** 14.... 1940 864 

" 16.... 1976 1828 

** 19 part 506 750 

«* 80 ... 1880 1189 

** 81 part 880 840 

** 88 part 406 816 

'• 84.... 1091 978 



6451 



Total 9749 

Broom, An^,^ 868. 
MillwM over Phill's, 8,298. 

V. Wood. Jonoa. 

Ward81part 988 660 

" 88.... 1548 777 

" 88part 1808 768 

Montg'xyOo. 6088 6004 

Total 9701 7209 

M^. for Wood, 8,499. 

YL Broomal]. Manloy. 

Chester 8888 4081 

Delaware... 2888 1164 



Total 4676 6186 

Hickman, A. L. 2>., 6,786u 
Hick*n over Manley 1,60L 

Yn. LongBoekmr. Roberta. 

Backs 5285 5122 

Lehigh 8089 8954 

Total 8824 8076 

M«J. for Longnecker, 84Si. 

Yin. Sehwrnrte. Jonea. 

Berks. 7821 7802 

M%J. for SchwartK, 19. 

IX. Steveni. Hopklna. 
Lancaster... 9518 6841 

MiU- for Stevens, 8,172. 

X. Kllllneer. Weidle. 
Dauphin.... 8255 8281 
Lebanon ... 2712 1460 

Union 1818 787 

NorthUd, pt. 160 27 

Snyder 1452 1064 

Total 8697 5589 

Mi^J. for KilUnger, 8,808. 

XL CwnpbeU. Dewart 

NorthumbUd 1608 1825 
BchuylkiU... 551 8085 

Total 7158 4860 

Coke. .i.X.2>., 8,141. 
Cam'l over Dewart, 2,766. 
Xn. Soaaton. McBeyn^ 
Columbia.... 1907 1442 
Luaeme.... 6198 8262 
Montour. ... 990 584 
Wyoming. . . 988 898 

Total 10028 6186 

M%J. for Scranton, 8,887. 
XIIL Shoemaker. Dimmlch. 

Carbon. 1588 1186 

Monroe .... 788 1861 
Northampton 8876 8992 

Pike 179 481 

Wayne 1791 8189 

Total 6566 8009 

MsJ. for Dimmick, 1,448. 

XIV. Grow.Parkhnmt 
Bradford.... 4774 980 
Susquehanna 8180 1859 
Tioga 8811 580 

Total 11165 8860 

Mi^J. for Grow, 7,806. 

XV. Hale. Whita. 

Centre 8861 1911 

CUoton 1870 1894 

lycomiair.. 8484 8088 

Mifflla 1471 1189 



PENNaTLVAmA. 

CONaRBSft-COmfimwi.) 

DiiAricU, Uninn. Dtm, 

XV. Hale. White. 
SvUivan .... 814 489 
Potter 1048 488 

Total 9288 7849 

Mig. for Hale, 1,889. 

XVI. Jnakla. Flaher. 
Cumberland 8560 8768 

Perry 1948 1488 

York. 4188 4849 

Total 8646 8600 

MiJ. for Junkin, 46. 

XVn. MeFherB0n.R«ai7. 

Adams 8895 8169 

Bedford .... 1859 1974 
Franklin.... 8884 8060 

Fulton 576 718 

Juniata 1885 1166 



Total... . 9848 9061 
MivJ. for McPhenon,867. 

XVIIL Blair. PuaUnc. 

Blair 8798 1567 

Cambria ... 1700 8878 

Huntingdon. 8116 1861 

Somerset . . . 8501 1578 



Total.. .. 9114 6679 

MaJ. for Blair, 8,486. 

XIX. Covode^ Fooler. 

Armstrong.. 8485 8001 

Indiana.... 8086 1566 

Westmorel'd 8797 4629 



Total... . 9257 8165 
Mig. for Covode, 1,092. 

XX. Kniirht MontgoV. 

Fayette .... 1275 8299 

Greene. 781 2156 

Washington. 8798 8799 

Total 5798 9254 

Maj. for Montgo'ry, 8,456. 

XXL Moorhead. Bnrke. 

ABegheny, pt. 6589 4879 

MaJ. for Moortiead, 1,660. 

XXIL McKnixhtBlnnln*m. 
Allegheny, pt. 2985 817 
Butler. 8508 885 

Total 6488 608 

Williams, ^nM-7lMB.8908. 
McK. over Wms., 1,685. 

XXIIL Stewart MoQnfBa. 

Beaver 1871 1186 

Lawrence... 1951 616 
Mercer 8899 8086 

Total 6781 8777 

MaJ. for Stewart, 8,944. 

XXIV. HalL GtlUa. 

Clarion 1558 8019 

Clearfield... 1088 1446 

Elk 896 479 

Forrest No retnm. 

Jefferson... 1871 1049 

McKean.... 686 479 

Venango... 1958 1671 

Warren .... 1765 969 



]Car7laBd-*-1859. 

CONGRESS. 

JHdricta. Opp, JDom. 

L Cox. Stewart 

CaroUne 814 791 

Dorchester . . 1188 1881 

Queen Anne*8 901 967 

Somerset 1600 1486 

Talbot 709 989 

Worcester... 1878 1584 

Total 6884 69M 

Mig. for Stewart, 550. 

n. Webeter. HeHearj. 

Bait. Co., pt.. 1690 17^ 

Carroll 8488 8897 

CecU 8044 1970 

Harford. 8095 1647 

Kent 886 769 

Total 9098 8448 

MsJ. for Webster, 655. 

IIL Harria. Preekm. 

Bait. City, pt. 8026 2554 
Bait. Co., pt.. 1501 1672 

Total 9617 4286 

M^. for Harris, 6,891. 

IV. Dark. Harriaoa. 

Bait. City, pt.l0168 2796 
MaJ. for Davis, 7,872. 

V. HoCknaii. Knnhel. 
Alleghany... 2201 2889 
Frederick.... 8678 8718 
WasUngton . 8848 8842 

Total 8716 8849 

MaJ. for Kunkel, 188. 

VL Hagner. Hoghea. 

Anne Arundel 1107 1088 

Calvert 489 442 

Charles 575 682 

Howard 768 848 

Montgomery. 1177 1804 

Prince Gee's 848 985 

St. Mary*8 ... 458 1014 

Total 6854 6808 

MaJ for Hughes, 948. 

LSOISLATURB— 1857. 

8BKATK^Amer,15; Dem., 7 
Houra...Amer.,44; Dem., 89 



Total 8906 8111 

Mig. for Hall, 794. 

XXV. Babbitt Manhall. 
Crawford.... 8140 8088 
Erie 8820 8060 

Total 6860 4118 

MiU. for Babbitt, 8,847. 
In 1860, the Opposition, or 
People's Party Ticket for 
State ofBoers, was elected by 
17,000 to 1,800 minority. 

U0I8LATDR»— 1860-*60L 

Sbtatb .0pp., 81 ; Dem., 18 
Hoi»B..Opp., 67; Dent, 88 



Virginia-180a 


> 


OOYKRMOR. 




DiHridM. 


Ovp. 


Dim. 


I. Ckinrlai. Uteher. 


Accomae. .... 


768 


676 


Elisabeth City 


814 


164 


Essex 


885 


870 


Gloucester. .. 


888 


865 


James City . . 


111 


81 


King and Queen 871 


439 


Lancaster ... 


156 


im 


Matthews.... 


815 


868 


Middlesex.... 


170 


814 


New Kent . . . 


889 


188 


Northampton. 


887 


168 


Northumber*d 


108 


194 


Richmond Co. 


896 


861 


Warwick .... 


60 


81 


Westmoreland 


444 


14« 


WlUiamsborg. 


40 


or 


York 


171 


102 



Total 4807 8582 

MaJ. forGoggin,7a5. 

Muaooe H. R. Oamett, 
\J>0m.^ elected to Oongre^i 
, without opposition. 

i IL Oondn* Leteher 

(ChariesCUy.. 245 66 

5Gr«ensviUe.. 98 142 

Msle of Wight. 148 588 

fNansemond.. 468 871 

1 Norfolk City.. 886 687 
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OOYESNOR— (OMHniKid.) 

^iiirittB. 0pp. Dtm. 

IL Oonnn. L«teh«r. 

Norfolk Co.... mi 881 

Portamoath... 678 687 

Prince George 187 867 

Princess Anne 867 864 

Southampton 686 488 

Barry 184 167 

S«Mex 127 291 

Tot^ 4404 4088 

M^. for Goggln, 866. 

Johi) & MlUaon, />m»./ 
elected to Congress without 
opposition* 

IIL Ctoffln. Lttdiflr. 

OaroUne 619 662 

Chesterfield. . 681 779 

Ooochland... 884 859 

Hanorer .... 672 689 

Henrico 1248 860 

King William. 148 818 

Iiouba 496 897 

RichmMCity. 2048 1688 

Total 6941 6882 

Maj. forGoggin,669. 

Daniel C. Dejamette, Ind, 
Ihm.^ elected to Congress, 
over John S. Caskie, regular 
2Mm., by 100 minority. 

It. OohIb. LsleiMf. 

Amelia 208 204 

Brunswick.. . . 188 482 

Charlotte.... 406 408 

Cumberland.. 262 804 

Dinwiddle... 280 267 

Lonenburgh. . 179 488 

Mecklenburg. 884 606 

Kottoway.... 196 178 

Petersburg... 944 686 

Powhattan... 186 182 

Pr'ce Edward 871 816 



yiRQINIA, 

OOYERNOR— (Cbitf^up^.) 

DMrirU. 0pp. Dmi. 

yiL Go^n. Leteher. 

Fauquier. .. 931 1020 

King George. 206 196 

Orange.. .. 426 879 

Prince Wm... 261 712 

Rappah*nock. 600 468 

SpottsylTanla 498 688 

Stafford 899 607! 

Total 6181 667T 

fflisckelford, Ind. J>em., 
reeeived 480 rotes Ibr Con- ! 
gress. 

M^J. for Letdier, 496. 

Wm. Smith, I>em., elected ; 
to Congress by 802 nuij. 

Vm. GofrRfn. L«te1i«r. 

BeAeley.... 888 1057 

Clarke 262 871 

Frederick.... 888 1124 

Qampthiro .. 701 1063 

Jefferson .... 857 875 

Loudoun .... 1798 728 

Morgan 274 861 

Page 180 960 

Warren 216 466 

Total 6998 6889 

MaJ. for Letcher, 891. 

Alex. R. Boteler, 0pp.., 
elected to Congress by 167 
minority. 

IX. Gofrsin. Leteli«r. 

Augusta 2170 1402 

Bath. 280 281 

Hardy 771. 854 

Highland.... 229 478 

Pendleton — 888 411 

Rockbridge.. 1280 1208 

Rockingham . 700 8402 

Shenandoah.. 278 1912 



Total 8888 8861 

Mi^. fbr Letcher, 478. 

William 0. Goode, 2>Mr»„ 
elected over Floumoy, Ind, 
Dwm, Mr. Goode ^ed be- 
fore taking his seat, and his 
place was filled by the elec- 
tion of Roger A. Pi^or, Dwn, 

V. Oonin. Letcher. 

Appomattox . 268 470 

CampbeU.... 1886 1129 

Franklin .... lOlO 884 

HaUfax 868 766 

Henry 676 419 

Patrick 608 698 

Pittsylvania.. 1896 HOT 

. Total 6491 6860 

MiU> for Goggin, 181. 
Thomas S. Bocock, i>«m., 
rejected to Congress, with- 
out oppodtion. 

VL Oonfai. Leteher. 

Albemarle... 1808 981 

Amherst 788 664 

Bedford 1886 816 

Buckingham.. 685 467 

Fluvanna 482 826 

Greene 126 887 

Madison 182 686 

Nelson 789 888 

Total 6486 4549 

Maj. for Goggin, 886. 
Shelton F. Leake, Ind. 
Z>M»., elected to Congress 
fey 1,650 maj. over Powell, 
vegular 2>«m. 

Vn. Gooln. Letabn*. 

Alexandria.. 874 620 

Culpeper 497 475 

Fairfax 691 717 



Total 6986 8898 

Mi^. for Letcher, 2,412. 

John T. Harris, Ind. Dem.^ 
elected to Congress, over 
Skinner, regular Dem., by 
961 minority. 

JL Gomin. Leteher. 

Brooke 218 869 

Hancock .... 144 804 

Marion 468 1197 

Marshall .... 828 683 

Monongalia.. 641 976 

Ohio 1828 1080 

Pleasants 76 146 

Preston 606 810 

Taylor 680 651 

Tyler 289 460 

WetseL 65 809 

Total...... 6082 7284 

MaJ. for Letcher, 2,202. 

Sherrard Clemens, Dwn.^ 
rejected to Congress, withf 
oat opposition. 

XL Gmln. Letehmr. 

Barbour. 486 817 

Braxton 849 817 

OabeU 418 604 

Calhoun. 86 877 

Doddridge... 104 609 

Gilmer 60 826 

Harrison .... 780 1098 

Jackson 888 610 

Kanawha.... 1188 467 

Lewis 869 649 

MasoB 688 448 

Putnam 461 487 

Randolph 886 480 

Ritchie 187 488: 

Roane 808 861 

Tucker IT 176 

Upshur. 898 488 



riBGINIA. 

OOYBBNOK— (CbfUftiveeL) 

I)ifi'id». Opp. Dem. 

XL Oonin. L«tch«r. 

Wirt 136 802 

Wood 886 660 

Total 6088 9116 

Maj. for Letcher, 8,1^. 

Elbert G. Jenkins, i>em., 

elected to Congress by 1,888 

majority over Laidley, Opp, 

XJL GogiciB. Leteber. 

Alleghany... 210 856 

Boone 150 292 

Botetourt 486 714 

Clay 90 49 

Craig 93 866 

Fayette 846 886 

Floyd 628 889 

Giles 468. 868 

Greenbrier .. 889 779 

Logan 94 480 

Mercer 66T 429 

Monroe 845 672 

Montgomery. 616 888 

Nicholas 864 808 

Pocahontas.. . 184 419 

Raleigh 881 148 

Roanoke 288 409 

Wayne 269 820 

Wyoming 170 78 

Total 6960 7167 

Mt^. for Letcher, 207. 
No opp<Mition to H. A. 
Bdmundson, J9«m., for Con- 
gress. 

XIIL QiigAn, Lelelier. 

Buchanan ... 78 164 ! 

CarroU 461 844 

Grayson 884 497 

Lee 688 624! 

McDowell 116 88 

Pulaski 814 239 

Russell 751 404 

Scott 600 668 

Smyth 698 454 

Tazewell 641 621 

Washington.. 906 870 

Wise 203 826! 

Wythe 748 776 

Total 6448 6810 

Maj. for Goggin, 688. 

Elbert S. Martin, Ind, 
Dem.. elected to Congress 
by 80d majority over Floyd, 
regular jDem. 

TOTAL VOra or 8TAT1. 
Opposition. 

G<HMm&r,.Qogt^. . 71,648! 
AWif G'M»..Preston.. 64,868 
J}emorrat». 

&d«srfk>r..Letcher.. 77,118 
AWy G6n..TnckeT. .. 78^124 ; 
MaJ. for Letcher. 6,669; 
do. for Tucker, 8,76& 



jrOHTff CABOUNA. 

CONGRESS— (CbnlfouMf.) 

J>Mriete. Opp' X><m. 

IL Seatterino, Bnffln. 

Beaufort 14d 887 

Carteret — 208 

Craven 80 8T6 

Edgecomb ... 4 867 

Greene 60 285 

Hyde 16 188 

Jones 69 140 

Lenoh* IT 810 

Onslow 88 897 

Pitt. 61 609 

Wayne 11 887 

Tptal. 476 4882 

Maj. for BufBn, 8,906. 

nX. •UeDvffle. Wliulow. 

Bladen 198 888 

Brunswick . . . Noretam. 

Columbus.... 98 273 

Cumberland.. 404 1060 

Duplin 67 780 

New-Hanover 90 789 

Richmond .... No return. 

Robeson — 825 

Sampson 104 698 

Total 949 4186 

Mi^. for Whislow, 8,287. 
* Indapeadeiii Dvnoent. 

IV. Sanders. Biwicli. 

Franklin 288 626 

Granville.... 290 675 

Johnson 646 860 

Nash 66 879 

Orange 672 729 

Wake 696 1405 

Warren 67 668 

Total 2469 6827 

M^J. for Branch, 8,868. 

v. Onmer.WUUuM. 

Alamance ... 676 689 

Caswell 188 886 

Chatham. 988 868 

Guilford. 8047 468 

Montgomery.. 639 179 

Moore 629 659 

Person 801 608 

Randolph.... 1808 42T 

Total 6861 4618 

Maj. for Gihner, 1,849. 

VL LeuK Bcate. 

Alexander.... 689 868 

Allegany .... 147 888 

Ashe 789 498 

Davidson.... 1470 798 

Davie 681 879 

Forsyth 966 1061 

Iredell 1588 478 

Rockingham.. 408 1417 

Stokes 617 768 

Surry 601 926 

Tadkin 988 69T 



Korth Carolina— 1859. 

CONGRESS. 

IHtitricii. Opp. Dem, 

L Simih. Shaw. 

Bertie 666 606 

Camden 688 109 

Chowan 894 286 

Currituck.... 286 658 

Gates 463 406 

Halifax 663 769 

Hertford.... 479 898 

Martin .- 868 760 

Northampton. 699 768 

Pasquotank... 669 840 

Perquimans.. 481 860 

TyrreU 897 181 

WasUngton.. 471 866 

Total 6046 6681 

Maj.forSmLh,614. 



Total 8666 7664 

Mivj. for Lea<^ 908. 

VIL WaHRin.CnlM. 

Anson 766 857 

Cabarrus 617 868 

Catawba 181 688 

Clevehmd 106 729 

Gaslon. 96 706 

Linoohi 198 489 

MecklenbuTf. 411 777^ 

Rowan 766 846 

Stanly 771 68 

Union 880 

Total 4076 ^649S 

Maj. for Craige, 1,480. 
Tin. Yaneew ColanieB. 

Buncombe ... 688 896 

Burke 669 414 

Caldwen 
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KOBTH CAROLINA. 

CONGRESS— (Cb/.«.»ued.) 

VIIL Vance. Coleman. 

Cherokee .... 676 ^ 898 

Haywood.... 807 449 

Henderson... «8l fU 

Jackson 246 870 

Maoon 489 889 

Madison 8S4 426 

McDoweU... 476 851 

PoUc 157 ISO 

Rutherford . . 767 643 

Watauga.... 821 191 

Ymkes.. 1190 8^ 

Yancy 468 616 

Total 8026 6381 

Maj. for Vance, 1,695. 

TOTAI« VOTB Wr THB STATK. 
Oppodlion. 

awKjr.,»69....QpPM«.;«»5! 
Oov'nor, »58...McBa«, 89966 

JDemocrats. 
CfMg,'li9..,.J>eva„.,4392S 
Goe'nor, '68...Eaii8. . . 66222 

Dem. maj. on Congress, 
6,971; Ellis, 16,26T. 



Georgia— 1859. 

CONGRESS. 

Dvdricta. Opp- i>«»- 

L Mclntyra. Love. 

Appling 8t 448 

Berrien 165 845 

Brooks 289 800 

Bryan 128 162 

Bulloch 21 669 

Camden 48 187 

Chatham..... 649 696 

Charlton 11 IM 

Clinch 105 261 

Coffee 41 279 

Colquitt 84 144 

Echola. 49 183 

Effingham.... 254 170 

Emanuel 181 466 

Glynn 41 176 

Irwin 9 200 

Johnson 146 130 

Laurens 187 286 

Liberty 115 218 

Lowndes .... 216 236 

Mcintosh.... T2 144 

Montgomery.. 259 56 

Herce 19 199 

TattnaU 176 291 

Telfair 140 192 

Thomas 428 477 

Ware 44 281 

Wayne 22 125 

Total 8881 T247 

Maj. for Love, 8,866. 

II. Douglas. Crftwford. 

Baker 92 207 

Calhoun 102 299 

Chattahoochee 242 88S 

Clay 226 258 

Decatur. 61T 611 

Dooley. 230 . 644 

Dougherty... 197 299 

Early 98 208 

Lee, 209 215 

Maeon 886 284 

Marion 818 887 

MiUer 48 201 

MttoheU. 97 868 

Moscogee ... ASS 749 

Polaski 148 406 

Quitman 167 199 

Randolph.... 644 466 

Bchley....... 21T 218 

eicwart 672 667 

Sumter 692 607 

Terrell 878 274 



GXOBOIA. 

CONGRESS— (OmMnvdi.) 

Dut'icti; Opp. Dan. 

n. Doaglas. Crawford. 

Webster 276 216 

Wikox 8 269 

Worth 109 272 

Total 6487 8279 

Bethune, Ind,^ received 
417 votes for Congress. 

Crawford over Douglas, 

1,842. 

ni. Hardemao. Spoor. 

Bibb 908 879 

Butts 826 881 

Crawford .... 248 896 

Harris....... 688 453 

Houston 684 656 

Monroe 688 680 

Pike 423 618 

Spaulding... 446 474 

Talbot 664 492 

Taylor 820 862 

UpsoQ 653 292 

Total 6686 6483 

M^. for Hardeman, 153. 

IV. Wright. Chuiren. 
Campbell.... m 777 

CarroU 448 1169 

Clayton. 283 867 

Cobb 652 1180 

Coweta 477 775 

DeKalb 363 703 

Fayette..... 816 644 

Pulton 899 1221 

Heard 337 665 

Henry 653 698 

Merriwetlxer . 692 672 

Troup 760 816 

Total 6063 8877 

Maj. for Gartrell, 2,821 

V. Sliaekdlbrd.Und0rw*A. 

Cass 161 1286 

Catoosa. 80 628 

Chattooga ... 228 614 

Cherokee.... 109 1121 

Dade 18 324 

Fannin 889 415 

Floyd 127 989 

GiUner 77 982 

Gordon 257 740 

Haralson .... 28 866 

Milton 182 890 

Murray 118 11% 

Paulding.... 48 871 

Pickens 72 751 

Polk 48 481 

Walker 190 740 

Whit&eld ... 165 1129 

Total 2162 12339 

Majority for Underwood, 
10,177. 

VL Lytle. Jaehaon. 

Banks 67 604 

Clarke 932 611 

Dawson 65 652 

Poreyth 298 656 

Franklin .... 65 851 

Gwinnett.... 283 699 

Habersham... 8S6 831 

Hall 692 W7 

Hart 73 768 

Jackson 880 702 

Lumpkin.... 72 789 

Madison...... 152 466 

Rabun 17 541 

Towns 19 S62 

Union 48 687 

Walton., 416 682 

White 96 868 

Total 8251 9644 

^ Maj. for Jackson, 6,89a 



QBOBQIA, 

C0NaRESS-<CbnMni«9(i.) 

DMiiets. Opp. Dem. 

VIL HUL Haroer. 

Baldwin 818 886 

Greene 629 247 

Hancock.... 891 269 

Jasper 449 388 

Jones 189 282 

Morgan. 882 189 

Newton 728 745 

Putnam 283 832 

Twiggs. 167 825 

Wsfihington.. 573 639 

Wilkinson.... 893 657 



Total.... 4492 4353 

M9j. for Hill, 189. 

Vin. Wright Jonefc 

Burke-, 861 514 

Columbia.... 417 407 

Elbert. 418 618 

Glascock.... 64 282 

Jefferson .... 454 889 

Lincohu 186 220 

Oglethorpe... 376 468 

lUchmond ... 1103 920 

Scriven 269 282 

TalUaferro... 211 188 

Warren 345 442 

Wilkes 329 892 

Total 4507 4912 

M(U* for Jones, 405. 

TOTAL VOTB OF THB STATE. 
Oppottition. 

Governor .Akin 42195 

Congress. .Oppoaition86419 

Dgmocrata. 
Governor .Brown. . .. 63806 
Congress. .Dem.,. . . . 61184 
Majori's.— Brown, 21,611 ; 
Congress, 24,715. 



ZOUiaiANA, 

CONGRESS— (C^ttuMMd.) 

Dirtricta. Opp. Dem. 

IIL Cannon. Daridcon. 

Washington.... 60 420 

W. Baton Rouge — 162 

W. FeUdana... 22 268 

Total 726 6288 

Maj. for Davidson, 6,662. ' 

IV. Jonea. Landrura. 

Bienville 127 799 

Bossier 180 584 

Caddo 820 822 

Calcasieu Bcjec^d. 

Caldwell 65 198 

Claiborne 90 967 

DeSoto 83 648 

Franklin 826 202 

Jackson 150 764 

Lafayette 8 278 

Morehouse 303 412 

NacMtnches ... 440 708 

Ouacluta 108 429 

lU^jides 662 889 

Sabine Rejected. 

St. Landry Rejected. 

Union 392 768 

Vermillion Rejected. 

Winn 186 886 

Total 3220 8823 

Maj. for Landrum, 6,603. 

TOTAL VOTB OT THX 8TATB. 
Oppomtion. 

Governor. ..y^tMA... 16587 

; Lt. Gov Ray .... 16047 

iSdCL/Stoto.. Blake... 16156 

• DemonrtUa. 
Gotoemor.. .Moore . . 24484 

Lt. Gov Hyams.. 24918 

Sec. State.. Baxdj.. 25142 



LooisiaiLa— 1859. 

CONQBES& 

Distrids. Opp. Dm. 

h Bottliiraj. Li^re. 

Orleans, Rt.Bk. 197 128 

«' 2dDist 999 708 

" SdDist 904 498 

Plaquemines... 67 314 

St. Bernard.... 48 168 

Total 2216 1796 

Maj. for BottUgny, 419. 
Bienvenu received 497 
votes for Congress. 

XL Niehob. Tag^nr. 

Ascension 835 418 

Assumption.... 216 569 

Jefferson 410 668 

Lafourche 269 693 

Orleans, 1st Dis. 1289 999 

" 4th Dls. 866 5M 

St Charles.... 66 97 

St. James 273 844 

St. John Baptiste 175 185 

St. Mary 169 601 

St. Itlartin 476 664 

Terrebonne.... 427 421 

Total 4469 6908 

Maj. for Taylor, 1,449. 
m. Cannon. Dsridaon. 

Avoyelles — 6ft4 

CarroU — 768 

Catahoula — 618 

Concordia — 179 

B. Baton Rouge 288 ^ 
E. FeUdana ... 266 460 

IbervUle — 404 

UvingstOE — 487 

^.Madison 11 966 

Point Coupee . . — 676 

St. Helena. Rejected. 

St. Tammany. . . 65 292 
Tensas — 260 



Tezaa-1859« 

This State eleotod State 
Officers and Congressmen tn 
1869. The Congrasrional 
lote was as foUows : 

CONGRESS. 

DMricts. Jnd. Dem. 
I. Ochiltree. Reairao. 

Anderson 214 884 

AngeUna 50 801 

Bowie 10 870 

Cass 252 70$ 

Chambers 38 99 

Cherokee 284 1165 

CoUn 8 nil 

Cooke 24 876 

Dallas 70 894 

Denton 12 626 

Fannin 26 1118 

Grayson 25 988 

Harrison .'No return. 

Henderson No return. 

Hopkins 63 991 

Houston 87 681 

Hunt 18 79^ 

Jack. 3 116 

Jasper 17 Q86 

Jefferson. 24 98 

Kaufman 91 614 

Lamar 25 9M 

Liberty 62 2» 

Nacogdoches... 226 688 

Newton 20 21jB 

Orange 46 ^09 

Panel* 74 630 

Polk 49 634 

Red River 18 885 

Rusk 173 1476 

Sabine 62 Ig 

San Augustine.. 19 80 

Shelby 60 635 

Smith 288 m 

Titus 67 W 

Trinity 94 9 
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TEXAS, 

CONaRES&-<CbN(inuAi) 

ih'/iCricte. Ind. Dent. 

L Oehiltre*. BMgan. 

IVler 80 526 

(fpahor 162 780 

\ranZandt 86 840 

Arise 81 289 

«rood 76 658 

Young — 98 

Total 8464 2897T 

Maj. for Reagan, 20,518 ; 
do. for Houston, independ- 
ent candidate for Qovemor, 
4,864. 

n. Hamiitott. WmL 

Atascosa 172 90 

Austin 855 588 

Bandera 18 26 

Bastrop 85S 424 

Bee No return. 

BeU 818 274 

Bexar 766 991 

Blanco. 118 42 

Bosque.., 127 58 

Braaoria 118 809 

Brazos 118 82 

Brown 27 1 

Burleson 873 289 

Burnett 285 98 

CaldweU 295 802 

Calhoun 146 179 

Cameron 4 418 

Colorado 857 278 

Comal 86 89 

Comanche 100 25 

CoryeU 208 101 

De Witt 904 281 

Kills 808 271 

KPaso 57 207 

Earth. 209 28 

Falls 218 112 

Fayette 566 551 

Fort Bend 178 172 

Freestone 250 805 

Galveston 887 400 

Qillespie 69 147 

Goliad 198 188 

Gonsales 450 427 

Grimes 419 254 

Guadaloupe.... 229 818 

Hamilton 48 7 

Harris 886 598 

Hays No retiurn. 

Hidalgo 8 227 

Hill 216 170 

Jackson 141 57 

Johnson 249 184 

Karnes 150 81 

Kerr 81 82 

Lapassas 212 64 

Lavacca 829 880 

Leon 874 879 

limestone 218 886 

UreOak..^... 86 69 

Uano .T... 81 76 

McLennan 848 228 

Madison 168 98 

Mason No return. 

Matagorda 68 168 

Medina..' 58 199 

Milam 817 208 

Montagae — — 

Montgomery... 263 177 

Navarro 870 801 

Nueces 226 189 

Palo Pinto 161 28 

Parker. 496 196 

Presideo No return. 

Befue^o No return. 

Bobertson 229 166 

San Patricio... 17 81 

San Saba 158 14 

Starr No return. 

Tarrant 448 288 

Travis 696 428 

Uvalde No return. 

Victoria No return. 

Walker 486 845^ 



TEZAJSL 

OOSQUESS^QMUntied.) 

IHMrieU. Ind. Dem. 

IL Hunilton. WsoL 

Washington ... 641 678 

Webb . . 116 86 

Wharton 82 119 

Williamson 458 204 

Zapata 42 180 

Total 17198 16007 

MaJ. for Hamilton, 1,191 ; 
do. for Houston, 4,878. 

Hamilton ran as an inde- 
pendent Democrat. Hardin 
R. Runnells was the regular 
Democratic Candidate for 
(Governor. RuzmeUs beat 
Houston, for the same office, 
two years before, by 9,806 
msjority. 

TOTAL VOTX OF THX 8TATI. 

IndependmtM. 

Cfovemor,. Uovaton. 86227 

JU. Gov Clark,. . . 81468 

CVdqffloeCnBhj... 28828 
Oongren. . .Indep'nt 20662 

DetnocraU. 

Governor, .Runnells, 27600 

Lt. Gov Lubbock, 80825 

aZ*<fQ^sWhIte... 88808 
Congress. . .Dem., . .. 899S4 

MaJor^s. — Houston, 8,727 ; 
GUrk, 1,188 ; White, 4,975 ; 



Texmessee.— 1859. 

CONGRESS. 

IHMricb. 0pp. Dan. 
L Nauon. Hajme*. 

Garter 812 842 

Cocke 946 687 

Greene 1062 2026 

Hancock 867 641 

Hawkins — 174 

Jefferson 1602 654 

Johnson 547 218 

Sevier. 1068 261 

Sullivan 542 1589 

Washington.... 996 1886 

Total 7981 T827 

MaJ. for Nelson, 104. 

IL Haynwd. BamMy. 

Anderson 889 844 

Campbell 451 640 

Claiborne 776 676 

Fentrest No return. 

Grainger. ..... .1206 748 

Knox 2593 916 

Morgan 248 280 

Overton 864 1481 

Soott No return. 

Total 6476 4980 

Maj. for Maynard, 1,646. 

IIL BnbMn. Smith. 

Bledsoe 492 880 

Blount 1278 728 

Bradley 796 1028 

Gumberiand— with Bledsoe. 

Hamilton. 1284 918 

Marion. 481 898 

Meiga 160 610 

Monroe 948 1067 

McBIlnn 1064 1094 

Folk 879 742 

Rhea. 848 481 

Roane 1044 889 

Swiuatchie 179 188 

Total 8872 8818 

MsJ. for Brabson, 69. 



TENNS88EK 

CONQRES&-<CbiKfoiMd.) 

DiMrieU. 0pp. Dan. 

IV. Stoka*. Bmrmn. 

Coifee 447 909 

DeKalb 826 758 

Grundy 66 886 

Jackson 1426 1048 

Macon 556 487 

Smith 1593 674 

TanBuren. 158 166 

Warren 628 1048 

White 1084 750 

Total 6688 6160 

Mig. for Stokes, 478. 

v. Hatton. •Baadjr. 

Gannon 620 860 

Rutherford .... 1452 1581 

Sumner 810 1642 

Williamson.... 1609 728 
Wilson 2828 1068 

Total 6719 6844 

Uaj, for Hatton, 876. 

• ladaMBdHit, aopported by tha 
DamoeraUk 

TL Tliomaa. 

Bedford „• 1450 

Franklin -g 1540 

Lincoln 2 2898 

MarshaU 1 1472 

Maury. J 2168 

Total £ 9028 

Dem. maj. for Gov., 4,278. 
TIL Glbba. Wright. 

Benton 29 882 

Decatur. 229 512 

Giles 259 1569 

Hardin 889 958 

Hickman 89 1119 

Humphreys.... 204 785 

Lawrence 2^ 949 

Lewis...-. 6 258 

McNaiiy 881 1170 

Perry 208 666 

Wayne 210 678 

Total 2711 9880 

Uai. for Wright, 6,669. 

TIIL Qnarlaa. Manaaa. 

Cheatham— with Davidson. 

Davidson 8888 2462 

Dickson ....... 447 887 

Montgomery. . .1870 1016 

Robertson 1248 1120 

Stewart 651 802 

Total 6994 6286 

Maj. for Quarles, 758. 

DL Xtharidin. AtUni. 

CarroU 1720 1028 

Dyer 786 666 

Gibson 1967 1886 

Henry 1019 1844 

Henderson 1816 799 

Lauderdale 464 419 

Obion 682 1072 

Tipton 876 607 

Weakley 1169 1616 

Total 9487 9480 

Maj. for Etheridge, 7. 

X. Snaed. Arary. 

Fayette 921 929 

Hardeman 600 1108 

Haywood 778 908 

Madison. 1862 876 

Shelby 1987 2188 

Total 6648 6964 

Maj for Aveiy, 806. 

Currin, /«uf., received 286 
< votes for Congress. 



TSirjnBSBSXK 

TOTAL VOTB OV TBB RATB. 

Opp(»ition, 

Gov. . , , .Netherland. .68218 
Conff. . . .Opposition . .60921 

* DemorraU. 

G09 Harris 76226 

Cong. . . . Democratic. .78079 

Majorities.— Harris, 8,003 ; 
Dem. maj. on Cong., 12,168. 

LSGISI^TURB— 1 859. 
SBKATB^.Opp.,11; Dem., 14 
Hou8K....Opp.,84; Dem., 41 



Kentucky— 1859. 

CONGRESS. 

Didrida. 0pp. Dem. 
L Morrow. Bnrnatl. 

Ballard 97 718 

CaldweU 180 681 

Calloway 118 1221 

Crittenden 284 758 

Fulton 140 443 

Graves 277 1429 

Hickman 46 671 

Hopkins. 166 1816 

Livingston 261 426 

Lyon... 48 488 

Marshall 84 916 

McCracken .... 217 699 

Trigg 128 978 

Union 818 857 

Total 2248 11640 

MaJ. for Burnett, 9,292. 

IL Jadnon. Pajrton. 

Breckinridge... 921 708 

Butler. 609 666 

Christian 98*/ 1057 

Daviess 1242 1448 

Grayson 566 690 

Hancock. 421 474 

Henderson 878 896 

McLean No return. 

Mechlenburg .. 888 1070 
Ohio. 798 1141 

Totel 7199 79S 

Maj. for Peyton, 740. 

m, Briitow. Bala. 

Allen 647 709 

Barren 1697 1886 

Edmonson..... No retain. 

Hart 469 788 

Logan 1468 464 

Monroe 668 681 

Simpson. 407 687 

Todd 726 426 

Warren 1212 789 

Total 7164 6675 

Mi^}. for Bristow, 1,689. 

IV. AndanoB. C9iviamaa. 

Adair 64T 1097 

Boyle 789 808 

Casey 696 448 

Clinton. 812 678 

Gumberiand... 66S 868 

Greene. 482 681 

Llncohi 986 440 

Pulaski 1214 1875 

RusseU 479 482 

Taylor 867 648 

Wayne 741 881 

Total 7204 7201 

Maj. for Anderson, 8. 

V. Jawott. •BMwii. 

Anderson 694 471 

BuUitt 809 609 

Hardhi. 782 966 

Larue 498 S61 

Marion -640 966 

Meade 887 609 

• lodapaoilaBt Daoumal. 
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KSNTUCKT, 

Dintrids. Opp. Dent. 

V. Jew«tt. Brown. 

Mercer 858 1168 

Nelson 497 999 

Spencer ^806 880 

Washington.... 900 609 

Total 5066 6927 

MiV}> for Brown, 1,861. 

VI. AdufM. Garrard. 

Breathitt 299 894 

Clay 418 511 

SstUl 556 493 

Floyd 427 673 

Garrard 812 870 

Harlan 490 2i8 

Jadkson 170 132 

Johnson 54 760 

Knox 807 814 

Laurel 429 874 

Letcher 228 227 

Madison 1267 948 

Owsley 456 814 

Perry 265 270 

Hke 277 664 

RockCasUe.... 499 246 

Whitley 715 848 

Total 8164 7241 

Mi^. for Adams, 928. 
VH. Mallory. Holt. 

Henry 646 1029 

Jefferson 4256 8824 

Oldham 858 586 

Shelby 1161 786 

Total 6416 5675 

MaJ. for Mallory, 741. 

VIII. Hftflaa. SimmK. 

Bourbon 965 684 

Fayette 1410 986 

FrankUn 868 819 

Harrison 926 1817 

Jessamine 598 587 

Nicholas 787 1009 

Scott. 782 1062 

Woodford 684 468 

Total 6865 6982 

Maj. for Simms, 67. 

L.T. J.W. 

IX. Mooro. Moor*. 

Bath 748 1040 

Carter 484 882 

Clarke 985 412 

Fleming 952 928 

Greenup 1168 854 

Lawrence 809 496 

Lewis 664 781 

Mason 1274 875 

Montgomery... 587 502 

Morgan 562 1147 

PoweU 190 166 

Rowan 143 244 

Total 8505 im 

Mi^. forL. T. Moore, 278. 

X JonM. Sterenann. 

Bracken 754 778 

Boone 826 970 

Campbell. 689 1248 

Carroll 866 088 

Gallatin 888 498 

Grant 668 800 

Kenton 950 170C 

Owen 415 1489 

Pendleton 615 871 

Trimble 179 474 

Total 5889 9295 

Mi^. for Stevenson, 8,456. 

TOTAL VOTK Or STATE. 
Oppo^itiftn. 

Governor, .BelL 67,271 

Oonffress. . . Opp., . . .. &1,670 

Dtmff. at*. 

Goremor. .Mngnffin 76,187 
OongrtM. . .Dem.,. .. 76,oC2 



Uiflsonri—lSSS. 

CONGBESS. 

DUt iet». Hep. Dam. 

I. Blair. Bamtt 
St. Louis 6681 7057 

Breckinridge, Am., 6668. 

Barrett over Blair, 426.* 

• CoBtetted bv Frank Blidr, who 
finalW obtained the M«t ; bnt re- 
signed and referred the matter 
hwck to the People. 

Districts. Opp. DtiM, 

II. HenderMB. Andereon. 

Audrain 412 599 

Boone 481 1856 

Calloway.... 867 1696 

Lincoln 462 1088 

Marion 956 1068 

Monroe 526 1340 

Montgomery.. 441 601 

Pike, 1122 1288 

Ralls 878 592 

St. Charles... 659 902 

Warren 290 577 



Total 6089 10902 

Maj. for Anderson, 4,818. 

In the Third District, John 
B. Clark, D6m^ was elected 
without opposition. 

IV. Adjuna. Craig;. 

Andrew 598 1021 

Atchison 158 611 

Buchanan . . . 780 1997 

Caldwell 870 888 

Clay 998 826 

Clinton 604 645 

Daviess 607 848 

DeKalb 195. 612 

Gentry 464 1266 

Harrison .... 594 852 

Holt 460 550 

Nodaway.. ... 162 825 

Platte 1128 1412 

Ray 1066 891 

Total 7824 12489 

Maj. for Craig, 4,615. 

V. Reld. WoodioB. 

Benton 502 258 

Cass 449 617 

Cole 744 116 

Cooper 727 858 

Henry 221 762 

Jackson 1447 1075 

Johnson 615 850 

Lafayette.... 840 986 

MiUer 450 176 

Moniteau ... 891 649 

Morgan 886 868 

Pettis 207 '455 

SaUne 669 882 

Total.i.... 6947 7942 
Smith, Ind., 8,088. 
Woodson over Reid, 995. 

VI. Bkhardaon.Fhelpa. 

Bates 10 m 

Barton 69 198 

Barry 888 687 

Camden 841 848 

Cedar. 880 688 

Dade 818 658 

Dallas 468 878 

Gaaeonade... 641 845 

Oreene 1185 1029 

Hickory 168 860 

Howell 156 97 

Jasper 844 484 

Laclede 866 878 

Lawrence.... 608 666 

Maries 86 478 

McDonald... 168 846 

Newton 410 779 

Oregon 187 189 

Osage 427 461 



MJ880URL 

CONGRESS-(Ci9n«t'nu«2.) 

DiftrieU. Opp. Dent. 

VL Rtehardiion. Pbelpa. 

Polk 672 m 

Pulaski 118 856 

St. Clair 114 721 

Stone 118 178 

Taney 806 486 

Texas 124 678 

Vernon 41 409 

Webster 626 679 

Wright 84 889 

Total 8050 18424 

MeJ. for Phelps, 6,874. 

VIL Zeipler. Noell. 

BoIUnger.... 186 528 

Butler. 98 211 

CapeGirard'u 784 648 

Crawford .... 150 423 

Dent 52 463 

Dunklin .: ... 888 58 

Franklin .... 1012 767 

Iron 858 174 

Jefferson .... 864 620 

Madison 81 554 

Mississippi... 126 877 

New-Madrid. 827 827 

Pemiscot 65 263 

Perry 150 759 

Phelpe. 71 498 

Reynolds 178 187 

Ripley 66 412 

Scott. 898 892 

Shannon 18 197 

St. Genevieve 878 897 

St. Francois . 849 608 

Stoddard 817 478 

Washington.. 878 702 

Wayne 800 458 

Total 5808 10404 

MaJ. for NoeU, 4,596. 

At the same election a 
vote was taken for Superin- 
tendent of Public Schools, 
at which Starke, Deim., was 
chosen over Provines, Am., 
by 88,884 majority. 



ouo-issa 

GOVERNOR. 

Districts. Rep. . Dem. 
I. ft IL Dennieon. Ranney. 

; Hamilton .... 18286 14178 
Maj. for Ranney, 898. 

ni. Den. Ram. 

Butler 2288 8479 

Montgomery. 4747 4615 

Preble 2261 1496 

Total 9246 9590 

Maj. for Ranney, 844. 

IV. Den. Ran. 

AUen 1674 1656 

Auglaise .... 696 1877 

Darke 8801 8454 

Mercer 640 1057 

Miami 8723 1889 

Shelby 1858 1517 

Total 9085 9800 

MiV}. for Ranney, 716. 

V. Den. Ran. 

Defiance 778 1088 

Fulton 1087 70T 

Hancock .... 1674 1796 

Henry 670 841 

Lucas 8885 8078 

Paulding.... 441 886 

Putnam 785 1087 

Yan Wart ... 887 865 

Williams 1191 1018 

Wood 1489 1081 



f 



Total 11017 10812 

Maj. for ttennison, 805. 



omo, 

GO VERNOR— (OmMnuAl. ) 

Distrieta. Rep. Dem. 
VL Donnieon. Ranney. 

Adams 1405 1768 

Brown 1657 8275 

Clermont .... 2689 8988 

Highland.... 2168 2175 

Total 7919 9191 

Maj. for Ranney, 1,878. 

Vn. Den. R»a. 

Clinton. 1721 1019 

Fayette 1098 761 

Greene 2466 1868 

Madison 1018 929 

Warren 2689 1616 

Total 8987 6686 

MiO* for Deimison, 8,801. 

Vm. Den. Ran. 

Champaign.. 1782 1618 

Clarke 2249 1574 

Delaware.... 2858 1776 

Logan 1650 . 1288 

Union. 1241 910 

Total 9280 7110 

Maj. for Dennison, 8,180. 

IX. Den. Ran. 
Crawford.... 1550 2258 

Hardin 1158 1127 

Marion 1888 1891 

Ottaway 828 678 

Sandusky.... 1478 1823 

Seneca 8461 8661 

Wyandotte .. 1895 lS90 

Total 9597 11887 

Ms^. for Ranney, 1,680. 

X. Den. Ran. 

GaUia. 1365 1857 

Jackson 1198 1289 

Lawrence 1460 1846 

Pike 669 1085 

Ross 8587 2688 

Scioto 1603 1424 

Total 8877 9069 

Maj. for Ranney, 162. 

XI. Den. Ran. 

Athens 1848 1287 

Fairfield 1394 8881 

Hocking. 976 1897 

Meigs 1913 1487 

Perry 1898 2281 

Yinton 979 1049 

Total 9003 108S8 

MaJ. for Ranney, 1,820. 

Xn. Den. Ran. 

Franklin..... 8762 4684 

Licking 8080 8488 

Pickaway . . . 1710 2147 

Total 8502 10219 

Maj. for Ranney, 1,717. 

XnL Den. Ran. 

Erie 1988 1685 

Huron 8984 1566 

Morrow 1919 1770 

Richland.... 8785 8968 

Total 9661 788». 

Maj. for Dennison, 1,786. 

XIV. Den. Ran. 

Ashland 1884 1914 

Lorain 8891 1689 

Medina 8418 1457 

Wayne 8944 8885 

Total 10588 "^ 

XV. Den. Ran. 
Coshocton... 8198 8461 

Holmes 1841 1964 

Knox 8608 858S 

Tuscarawas.. 8881 8778 

Total 8878 9^' 

Maj. for Ranney, 86f 



U6 
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OHIO, 

GOVERNOE— (Cbnttnuad.) 

DitinrU. Ji*p. Dan. 

XVI. Daanison. Ranaey. ' 

Morgan 1885 ]8(i8 

Moflkingum... 8604 S467 
Washington.. 2193 1781 

Total 7687 6M6 

Maj. for Dennison, 1,061. 

XVTI. Den. Ran. 

Belmont 22S0 8091 

Quemsej.... 2108 1668 

Monroe 757 16S5 

Noble 1448 1855; 

Total 6588 7194' 

Mai. for Ranneyf 606. 

XVIII. D«. Raa. 

Portage 2620 2088 

Starke 8725 4005 

Bammit 2560 1784' 

Total 8905 7777 

Maj. for Dennison, 1,128. 

XIX. Den. Ran. 
Cuyahoga... 6884 4115 

Geauga 1881 629 

Lake 1807 688 

Total 9522 6182! 

M«j. for Denniaon, 4,840. 

XX. Den. Ran. 

AflhtabuU... 8787 1049: 
Mahoning ... 2424 2041 
Trumbull.... 8148 1791 



CHIEF JUSTICE— (Cbnrt'd.) 

Diftrict*. Rrp. I)en>. 

III. Martin. Feleb. 

Kalamaioo . . 2826 1518 

Kent 8199 2448 

Mason 78 82 

Montcalm ... 469 814 ! 

Newago 287 245 

Oceana 124 182 

Ottawa 1648 1076; 

VanBuren... 1598 1807' 



Total 9804 4881 

Miy. for Dennison, 4,428. 



Total... . 29804 17887 
Maj. for Martin, 6,467. 

rv. Martla. r«le|i. 

Alpena 88 

Bay. 145 184 

Cheboygan .. 1 lU 

Chippewa.... 40 86 

Bmmett 81 147 

Genesee 2122 1576 

Gr*d Traverse 285 187 

Houghton... 152 878 

Ingham 1861 in9 

Iosco 48 4 

Isabella. 42 36 

Lapeer 1476 1098 

Mackinac.... 27 158 

Macomb 1982 1671 

Manistee 62 47 

Manitou 14 28! 

Marquette.... 120 159 

Midland 128 16 

Oakland 8479 8896 

Ontonagon .. 154 141 

Saginaw 989 911 

Sanilac 908 817 

Bhiawaase ... 1150 1089 

StClabr 1983 1568 

Tuscola 621 299 



XXI. Pep. 

Carroll 1600 

Columbiana... 8125 

Harrison 1764 

Jefferson .... 2294 



Ran. 
1255: 
2285 1 
1884 
1822 



Total 8788 6696 

Maj. for Dennlson, 2,067. 

TOTAL YOTR OV THX BTATB. 

Denoison, Sep., 184,603 

Ranaey, Dem.^ 171,266 

M^. for Dennlson, 18,286 



Total 17707 15100 

Maj. for Martin, 2,607. 

TOTAL YOTB OF T8X fTAn. 

Martin, JR4p., 65,916 

Palch, i>em., 68,661 

Maj. for Martin,.. 12,285 



]Cicliieran-3B59. 

CHIET JUSTICE. 

DiHridB. Rep. T)«n. 

I. Martin. Feloh. 

Jackson 2702 2821 

Livingston... 1718 1810 

Washtenaw.. 8281 8088 

Wayne 8894 4212 

Total 11540 11481 

Miy. for Martin, 109. 

IL MaiitiB. FeIeK 

Branch 2191 1221 

Cass 1518 1276 

.Hillsdale .... 2648 1601 

Lenawee .... 8865 8587 

Monroe in4 1860 

8L JoMq;>h... 1984 1426 

Total 18865 9618 

Maj. for Martin, 4/)68. 

HI. Martin. Felrfi. 

AUagan 1298 1896 

Barry 158$ 94S 

Berrien 1816 1941 

Oalhoun. 2915 2068 

Clinton 1483 1181 

liaton 1768 1882 

GraUot. 449 241 

Ionia 1887 1228 



Indiana— 1858. 

CONGRESS. 

Dittrieki. Rm. Dmn, 

L «HoTe7. Niblaek. 

Daviess 784 1082 

Dubois 191 1117 

Gibson 1072 1021 

Knox 1043 1206 

Martin 441 865 

Pike 660 612 

Posey 1299 1809 

: ^>encer 1210 907 

Vanderburgh. 1846 1168 

Warrick 542 1097 

Totol 8946 10829 

Msj. for Niblaek, 1,888. 

IL WUton. EndirA. 

Clark 1129 1446 

Crawford.... 538 716 

Floyd 1585 1439 

Harrison 1867 1488 

Orange 611 994 

Peny 601 966 

Scott 556 708 

Washington.. 1102 1628 

Total ..7484 9298 

Maj. for English, 1,868. 

ni. Dunn. Hai^M. 

Bartholomew. 1840 1237 

Brown 258 648 

Jackson 778 1248 

Jefferson .... 2878 1491 

Jennings .... 1828 948 



INDIANA, 

CONGRESS— (OmMnuci.) 

DMHds. RtT>. Dent. 

in. Dunn. Hughes. 

Lawrence.... 1095 8S0 

Monroe 1075 964 

Switserland.. 1121 1088 



Total 9868 8385 

Carr, A. L. Dwn.y 1,432. 
Dunn over Hughes, 978. 

IV. Hacklaman. Holman. 

Dearborn.... 1472 2885 

Decatur 1672 1444 

Franklin 1264 2185 

Ohio 424 492 

Ripl^ 1881 1464 

Rush 1648 1555 

Total 7866 9426 

Mi^. for Hohnan, 1,569. 

▼. Ktlfioraw Devlin. 

Delaware..... 1298 718 

Fayette 1069 988 

Henry 1956 912 

Randolph.... 1572 1058 

Union 748 640 

Wayne 8760 1666 

Total 9888 5921 

Maj. for Eilgore, 8,462. 

VL Porter. Ray. 

Hancock .... 875 1040 

Hendrickf.... 1662 1174 

Johnson 1114 1415 

Marion 8956 8054 

Morgan 1590 1402 

Shelby 1579 1681 

Total 10776 9716 

Maj. for Porter, 1060. 

VIL •Darle. Becreat. 

Clay 843 709 

Greene 1266 1112 

Owen 1190 759 

Parke 1795 507 

Putnam 1820 1656 

SulUvan 1122 1100 

Vermillion... 907 515 

Yigo 1951 1226 

Total 10898 7584 

MiO* for Davis, 8,809. 

VIU. Wllcea. Blake. 

Boone 1600 1880 

CarroU 1885 1882 

Clinton 1184 1846 

Fountain.... 1680 1626 

Montgomery.. 1986 1989 

Tippecanoe.. 2441 2021 

Warren 1003 648 

Total 11028 10887 

Maj. for WUson, 641. 

IX. Colfax. Walker.. 

Benton 279 204 

Cass 1537 1477 

Fulton 888 927 

Jasper 648 488 

Lake 1068 550 

Laporte 2789 3224 

Marshall 1215 1123 

Miami 1561 1619 

Porter 1146 1025 

Pulaski 429 663 

St. Joseph... 3067 1566 

Starke 144 186 

White 809 766 

Total 14641 13610 

Mi^. for Colfax, 1,981. 

Z. Ceee. DawMs. 

Alien 1949 2707 

DeKalb 1047 1157 

Elkhart 1971 1G49 

Kosciusco.... 1584 1057 
La Grange... 1063 460 



INDIANA. 

CONGBESS-<Ci>n«n«sd.) 

DiftrirU. Rep. Dtm. 

X. Caae. DawMib 

Noble 127S 1080 

Steuben 1118 441 

Whitley 776 866 

Total 10780 9417 

Mivj. for Case, 1,868. 

XL Pettit. Colfrotli. 

Adams 474 S42 

Blackford.... 251 879 

Grant 1297 978 

Hamilton 1471 1008 

Howard 1009 622 

Huntington.. 1218 1895 

Jay 847 7T2 

Madison 1209 1451 

Tipton 505 6it7 

Wabash 1797 1126 

Wells 670 848 

Total 10748 10088 

Maj. for Pettit, 710. 

AQQRXOATl VOTB OF 8TATB. 
RtpuHirttM. 

See. state, . PeeUe . . .104S28 
Atiditor.. . . Lange. . .105498 
2V6a«urer.. Harper . .10541 6 

Ati^'y Qm,. . Otto 106767 

S. Pub. JfM. Young, . .106014 

Democratn. 
Sec. State. .McClure, 107409 
Auditor.. . .Dodd. . . .107342 
Treasurer .Cun'g*m .107684 
Att^y Gen. .McDon*d 107291 
SPub:Jn8.1Rvigg ...107910 

* Aati-I^oompton DesMcnta. 



niinois-lSSS. 

CONGRESS. 

Ditttida. Rep. J>o»ji. 

I. Waahhannu "Bt'^i. 

Boone 1704 286 

CarroIL Vm 256 

Jo Daviess... 1988 1476 

Lake 1677 620 

McHenry..... 2284 1061 

Ogle 3093 616 

Stephenson.. 3140 1489 

Winnebago . . 2899 484 

Total 168U 6457 

Jackson, A.L.D.^ 870. 
Waahbume over Bright. 
9,854. 

II. Faniwor^ Vjvt, 

Cook 10106 8278 

De Kalb 2067 613 

DuPage 1280 496 

Kane 8173 1121 

Lee 1688 689 

Rock Ishmd.. 1543 1803 

Whiteside.... 1990 TOO 

Total 21797 18198 

Blackman, A.L.D., 701. 
FVorth over Dyer, 8,589. 

in. Jjonioj. AxwaaUomfr. 

Bureau 2546 607 

Champaign.. 1271 900 

DeWitt 993 765 

Grundy 999 T18 

Iroquois 1199 744 

Kankakee... 1866 863 

KendaU 1423 4B5 

LaSalle 4040 8488 

Livingston.... 986 794 

M'Lean 2579 SUA 

Putnam .... 583 299 

VermUIion.... 1661 112e 

Wm 8678 3196 

ToUl .22818 14988 

Le Roy, A.L.D.^ 1;&2S. 
L^joy over Armst^i^ 7^835. 
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ILLINOIS. 

OONORaSS— (rbH«nu«Z.) 

IHi4'ittg. Eep. n^m. 

Fnlton 2980 8«i4 

Henry %i42 1101 

Knox 2965 1820 

Marehall .... 1208 1054 

Mason 882 1088 

Mercer 1419 808 

Peoria 2801 2828 

Stark 929 584! 

TaaeweU .... 1788 1960 

Warren 1732 1406 

Woodford... 811 1152 



Total 19487 16860 

Gale, A.L.D., 668. 
Kellogg over D'soa, 2,627. 

V. Grlmthaw. Morrie. 

Adams 8004 8280 

Brown 690 849 

Calhoun 171 607 

Hancock 2054 22S4 

Henderson ..1001 755 

McI>onald... 1774 1944 

Wke 1991 2471 

Schuyler .... 1063 1489 

Total.. .. 11648 18529 
BaTis, A.L.D., 604. 
Morris over G^shaw, 1,881. 

VL Matheay. Harrk. 

Can 748 1068 

Christian.... 591 928 

Greene 765 1517 

Jersey 674 1059 

Macoupin.... 1615 2098 

Menard 780 851 

Morgan 1789 2054 

Monf^mery.. 786 1222 

Sangamon . . . 2808 8010 

Scott 650 1002 

Shelby 650 1894 

Tot^ .... 11646 16198 
McCOnnell, A.L Z>., 277. 
Huris over Math V} 4,547. 

VIL Ogletby. Roblniioo. 

day 424 712 

Clark 1076 1405 

Coles 1859 1578 

Gumberiand. . 488 696 

Crawford.... 693 922 

Edgar 1446 1481 

Kfflngham.... 214 808 

Figrette 605 842 

Jasper 459 619 

Lawrence.... 455 662 

Logan 1815 1174 

M«eon 1168 9S 

Moultrie 518 570 

Piatt... 546 480 

RichUnd.... 499 755 



Total 11760 18583 

Baldwin, A.L.D., 86. 
R*8on over Oglesby, 1,828. 

Vm. Baker. Fonke. 

Bond 781 700 

Clinton 877 888 

Jefferson 288 1198 

Madison 2054 2186 

Marion 575 1142 

Monroe 569 1149 

Randolph.... 917 1090 

St. Clair 2464 2058 

Washington.. 435 1090 

Total 8410 11490 

Hope, A.L.D., 198. 
Fouke over Baker, 8,080. 

IX. PbUllpa. Lofrao. 

Alexander . . 41 878 

Vdwards 895 267 

Franklin 19 1080 

HaUatin 207 815 

Haiailton 6 1156 



ILLiyOIA 

OOVQUWa-iCcmtinued.) 

JH»trict». Rpp. Dan. 

IX. in^lipi. Logan. 

Hardin 46 866 

Jackson 79 1225 ' 

Johnson 7 1157 ! 

Massac 15 750 

Perry 474 T98 

Pope 18 774 

Pulaski 67 689 

SaHne 8 1148 

Union 65 819 

Wabash 896 828 

White 611 1280 

WilUamsoD . . 48 1654 

Wayne 804 1195 

Total. 2796 16878 

Parish, A.L,J>., 144. 
Logan over Phillips, 18,082. 

For SnperlnH of Public 
Instruction, Bateman, Rep.y 
received 124,666 votes ; 
French, Doug., 122,418 ; 
Reynolds, Buck., 5,178. 

ForTreas'r, Miller, .£0/7., 
received 125,480 ; Fondey, 
Douglas Dem.. 121,609 ; 
Dougherty, BuoWn Dent.. 
5,071. 

THE TOTE FOR 

LINCOLN AND DOtTGLAS. 

At Uiis election, Mann. 
Lincoln and Douglas can- 
vassed the State for U. & 
Senator, to be chosen by tlie 
Legislature then elected ; 
and while Mr. Douglas car- 
ried a majority of the Legis- 
lature, Mr. Lincoln had the 
popular vote. The aggre- 
gate vote of the State fori 
members of the Legislature 
was as follows : 

Lincohi,J2«p.,... 124,698 
Douglas, 2)«».,.. 121490 
Budi. Dem., and 
Scattering,.... 4,688 

Lincoln over Douglas, 8,508. 

In Five Districts of the 
State there were no Repub- 
lican Candidates for the 
Leg^lature. In these five 
Districts, the Republican 
State Ticket received 577 
votes, which, added to the < 
vote of Mr. lincoln (to which < 
they dearly belong), makes 
his majority in this State, 
over Douglas, 4,086. 



wisooKsnsr, 

GOYERNOR— (CbnHniMi.) 

DuirieU. Sep. Dem. 
H. RandalL Hobart. 

Dunn 192 176 

EauClake... 820 288 

Grant 2496 1716 

Green 1726 1141 

Iowa 1454 1820 

Jackson 498 298 

Juneau. 1060 874 

La Crosse.... 1219 1034 

Lafayette.... 1102 1614 

Lapointe.... 72 109 

Marathon... . . 206 609 

Monroe 989 678 

Pepin 482 255 

Pierce 606 805 

Polk 161 141 

Portage 748 682 

Richland.... 745 647 

Rock. 4089 1578 

St. Croix..... 516 660 

Sauk 1659 799 

Trempeleau.. 866 184 

Wood 285 280 

Total 27191 21080 

Mi^. for Randall, 6,111. 

in. Randall. Hobart. 

Brown 423 1066 

Calumet 518 678 

GoIumbU.... 2596 1646 

Dodge 8492 8856 

Door 72 78 

Fond du Lac.. 8214 2580 

Green Lake.. 1468 662 

Jefferson 282T 2512 

Kewaunee ... 167 567 

Manitowoc... 704 2184 

Marquette.... 586 792 

Oconto 892 446 

Ozaukee 627 1577 

OuUgamie... 494 788 

Shawanaw.. . . 105 87 

Sheboygan... 1772 1889 

Washington.. 684 2106 

Waupacca.... 1167 624 

Waushara . . . 1126 880 

Winnebago . . 2285 1570 

Total 24118 25888 

MaJ. for Hobart, 1,770. 

TOTAL TOTB OV THB 8TATB. 

Randall, i2«p., 68465 

Hobart, Dem., 59508 

MiV). for Randall,.. 8957 



Wiso<m8in~1859. 

GOVERNOR. 

DifirifcU. Rep. Dem. 
L Randall. Hobart 

Kenosha 1821 906 

Milwaukee... 2811 6251 

Racine 2111 1684 

Walworth 8188 1459 

Waukesha. . 2785 2295 

Total 12161 12545 

Mi^. for Hobart, 884. 

n. RandalL Hobart. 

Adams 594 293 

Bad Ax 995 619 

Buffalo 264 414 

Chippewa... . . 156 243 

Clarke 71 42 

Crawford 619 748 

Dane S727 8880 

Douglas 84 60 



Oregon— l$d9. 

CONGRESS. " 

Countiea. Rep. Dem. 

Lo^aa. Stoat. 

Benton 222 422 

Clackamas ..880 879 

Clotsop ,64 84 

Columbia..... 68 72 

Coos 62 68 

Curry 64 87 

Douglass .... 889 495 

Jackson 218 668 

Josephine ... 211 411 

Lane 682 685 

Linn 602 728 

Marion 1062 296 

Multnomah.. 668 484 

Polk 254 284 

Tillamook ... 10 5 

Umpqua 182 43 

Wasco 115 255 

Washington.. 866 201 

Yamhill. 412 818 

Total 6681 6670 

Mi^. for Stoat, 89. 



Iowa— 1859. 

GOVERNOR. 

r DiMHctt. Rep. Dem, 

I. Klrkirood. Dodft*. 

'Adahr 120 76 

Adams 177 122 

Audubon .... 68 60 

Appanoose .. 627 985 

Cass 179 152 

Clarke 462 851 

DaUas 580 448 

Davis 717 1142 

Decatur 890 771 

Desmoines.... 1704 1988 

Fremont 298 504 

Guthrie 257 260 

Harrison 297 851 

Henry 1596 998 

Jasper 946 705 

Jefferson 1282 1192 

Keokuk 1025 .1048 

Lee 2159 2892 

Louisa 956 679 

Lucas 521 457 

Madison 651 729 

Mahaska.... 1212 1187 

Marion 1256 1488 

Mills 262 245 

Monroe 749 665 

Montgomery.. 125 116 

Page 877 888 

Polk 1078 1048 

Potawatomie. 296 600 

Poweshiek... 595 411 

Ringgold .... 260 125 

Shelby 78 86 

Taylor 804 957 

Union 151 198 

YanBuren... 1897 1402 

Wapello....^ 1016 1260 

Warren 987 609 

Washington.. 1203 046 

Wayne....:. 416 685 

Total 26668 26765 

MaJ. for Dodge, 92. 

n. KirkwQod. Dodiia. 

Allamakee... 743 1085 

Benton 914 782 

Black Hawk.. 815 550 

Boone 298 418 

Bremer . 417 488 

Buchanan. . . . 816 570 

Buena Ylsta. . 2 6 

Butler. 474 246 

Calhoun 17 IT 

Carroll 80 80 

Cedar 1158 1002 

Cerro Gordo.. 117 72 

Cherokee.. ... 12 7 

Chickasaw. . . 489 808 

Clay 8 9 

Clayton 1680 1489 

CUnton 1605 1521 

Crawford .... 45 65 

Delaware 844 694 

Dickinson. ... 81 15 

Dubuque 1751 8158 

Emmet 18 5 

Fayette 1102 849 

Floyd 495 281 

Franklin 201 51 

Greene 126 146 

Grundy 110 17 

Hamilton.... 192 105 

Hancock 19 14 

Hardin 645 458 

Howard 886 279 

Humboldt ... 49 29 

Ida 4 8 

Iowa 765 549 

Jackson 1278 1477 

Johnson 1602 1895 

Jones 1161 1158 

Kossuth 75 87 

Linn 1771 1845 

Alarshall .... 795 442 

MitcheU 516 204 

Monona 105 l*f 

Muscatine... 1457 " 
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IOWA. 

OOVERNOR— (Cbnrt«M<«rf.) 

DMrtcfa. Rep. Prm, 

IL Kirkwood. Dodjra. 

Palo Alto.... 8 44 

PlTinouth 24 11 

Pocahontas . . 16 17 

Sac 28 87 

Scott 220S 1625 

Story 895 868 

Tama 500 295 

Webster 252 888 

Winnebago . . 11 24 

Winneshiek.. 1022 771 

Woodbury... 182 163 

Worth 98 26 

Wright 80 62 

Total 29741 26556 

Maj. for Kirkwood, 8,185. 

TOTAl. TOTB OF THB 8TATB. 

Kirkwood, He^p.^ .... 66404 
Dodge, 2>em., 68811 

Mig*. for Kirkwood, 8098 



Xixmesota— 1859. 

OOYEBNOB. 

Co\Mtie$. Rep. Dem. 

BuQUv. Becker. 

Anoka 888 165 

Beaton 148 94 

Blue Earth . . 784 660 

Brown 848 800 

Garrer 478 624 

Cass No return. 

Chisago 284 156 

Crow Wing. ... 8 55 

Dakota 1007 1056 

Dodge 693 444 

Farribault ... 210 109 

Fillmore 1899 1171 

Freeborn 488 227 

Goodhue..... 1220 706 
Hennepin ... 2013 1117 

Houston. 676 716 

Iiantl. * Mo return. 

Jackson 81 18 

Kannabec ... 9 6 

Kandiyohi... 19 8 

Le Sueur 677 625 

Manomin .... No return. 

Martin 18 10 

McLeod 197 95 

Meeker 147 108 

Hille Lac .... No return. 
Monongalia.. 47 80 

Morrison 88 115 

Mower 412 483 

NlcoUett 424 227 

OUasted 1119 777 

Pine 6 28 

Pembina No return. 

Ramsey 1485 1778 

BeaTiUe 8 87 



MiimrEaoTA. 

GOyERNOR--(ametni(«rI.) 
Dialriett. Rep. Dem 

Ramsey. Becker. 

Rice 10^ 828 

Scott 668 917 

Sherburne ... 181 68 

Sibley 8C8 626 

Steams 875 660 

Steele 448 178 

Todd No return. 

Wabashaw... 798 618 

Waseca 859 854 

Washington.. 953 707 

Winona 1209 614 

Wright 679 265 

Carlton, ) 

St. Louis, v.. . 88 119 

Lake, ) 

Total 21885 17688 

MaJ. for Ramsey, 8,762. 

LKOnSLATUBK. 

Sehatk . Rep., 28 ; Dem., 18 ; 

Independent, 1. 
House.. Rep., 68; Dem., 82. 



Califonuar-1859. 

GOVERNOR. 

CbunliM. Sep. Dem, A.L.D. 

Btaalbra. Lathmm. Carrey. 

Alameda.. 899 1066 6M 

Amador... 832 2088 985 

Butte 854 1915 1666 

Calaveras. 86 8275 1891 

Colusa ... 15 641 166 

Con'a Costa 41 805 878 

Del Norte. 18 893 126 

El Dorado. 408 8096 2418 

Fresno 1 859 11 

Humboldt 83 897 878 

Klamath.. 1 607 120 

Los Ang'Is 220 1916 49 

Marin.... 67 467 75 

Mariposa. 8 1468 818 

Mendocino 11 780 86 

Merced.... 1 881 88 

Monterey.. 46 495 175 

Napa 14 810 905 

Nevada... 681 8186 8584 

Placer.... 896 8886 1117 

Plumas... 198 888 649 

Sacram'to. 228 8526 2678 

SanBem'o 89 688 6 

San Diego. 17 859 1 

SanFran'o8027 4747 8948 

San Joa'in 209 1806 878 

aLuisOb'o 80 284 80 

San Mateo 105 420 418 

Santa B'ra 85 481 — 

Santa Clara 626 1407 867 

Santa Cruz 160 499 461 

ShasU.... 8 1456 488 

Sierra.... 896 8814 1666 



CAJjrORNIJL 

GOVERNOR— (OmdniML) 

(kfwnHeiu Rep. Dem. A.L.D. 
SUnfbrd. Latliam. Cnney. 

Siskiyou.. 48 8159 1808 

Solano.... 88 1178 887 

Sonoma... 64 1981 1148 

StanisUus. 18 889 106 

Sutter.... 87 696 169 

Tehama.. 85 770 98 

Trinity... 4 1885 889 

Tulareand))) gnj »« 

B'na Vista f " ™l 68 

Tuolumne 969 8728 787 

Tolo 66 757 668 

Tuba 487 8448 1471 

Total.. 10110 62266 81298 

Latham over C'rey, 80957 ; 
over both, 20847. 

AOOBSOATB VOTK OR OTBXB 
BTATB OFnCBBa. 

RepvhHeana. 

Lt. Gov. . . .Kennedy, 11148 

CiimiTrsw.. Baker,... 41488 

" Sibley,... 801 

Sup,Court.ShaAeT.. 11799 

DemoeratM. 

Lt. Gov Downey,. 69061 

Oonareaa . .Burch . . . 67666 

" Scott.... 66998 

Sup, €tovrt.Oope .... 69897 

Attti'Leeompttm Demoemt». 

JA. Ooe. . . .Conness.. 81051 

Oongr^aa . .Booker . . 8969 

" McKibben48474 

Bup. OmrtSprague.. 80978 

Baker, J?«p., was generally 
supported by the Anti-Le- 
compton Democrats, and 
McKibben by the Republi- 
cans. 



South Carolina. 

There is no opposiUon to 
what is termed the Regular 
Democracy in this State, and 
no officers are elected by the 
entire vote of the State, the 
Governor and State officers, 
as well as the Presidential 
Electors, being chosen by 
the Legislature. 



Alabama. 

An necUon was held in 
this State fai 1869, for Go- 
vernor, Congressmen and 
Legislature, in which the 
opporition to the regular 
Democracy claimed the suf- 
jragTM of the people, on the 



ALABAMA. 

grounds of greater devotloo 
to the interests of the South, 
but exhibited only a feeble 
show of strength, Andrew B. 
Moore, regular Dem., being 
reelected (Governor over 
Wm. F. Samford, Independ' 
ent, by about 80,000 nud- 
ity. The Regulars also ear* 
ried the entire Delegation in 
Congress ; the only close 
contest bdng in the Third 
^Montgomery) Dist., wliere 
Clopton, Regcdar Dem., beat 
Judge. Independent, by 814 
majority. 

KlMlflBippi* 

An Election was held in 
this State for Governor, 
State Officers, and Congrep- 
men. In 1859, which resulti&d 
in the success of the Demo- 
cracy by more thui three to 
one, Pettus, Dem., for Go- 
vernor, receiving 84^9 
votes to 10,808 for Walter, 
Independent. The Demo> 
cratic Candidates for other 
State Officers ran ahead of 
Mr. Pettus. For Congress 
there was hardly a show of 
opposition to the Democra- 
tic candidates. 



Florida. 

The last general Election 
in this State was for 'Con- 
gress, in 1858, when both 
candidates were Democrats. 
Hawkins, the regular Demo- 
crat, receiving 6,465 votes, 
and Westcott, Independent 
Dem., 4,070. 



ArkansaSi 

There is not suffides 
opposition to the Regulik 
Democracy in this Staite li 
create the slightest interes 
in the elections. At the la^ 
election for Congreasmev 

2858) hi the First DistricL 
indman, Dem., received 
18,855 votes, to 8,868 for 
Crosby, Independent ; and, 
in the Second IXistrict, Rust, 
Dem., received 16,808 to 
8,114 for Jones, and 8,168 
for Drew, Indepoudent can* 
didates. 



CAMPAIGN DOCUMENTS. 



• • • 



We invite the attention of friends of the Republican cause to the following list of documents : 

Please pay particular attention to the remarks on Postage on these documents, as prepayment 
is required. 

I. THB IRREPRESSIBIJ3 OONFLZOT : Gov. Seward's Rochester Speech of 1858 ; 
with Charles OTonor's Union-Meeting Speech, December 19, 1859. 

n. TEm DEMOORATEO LZIADBRS FOR DISUNION : Speech of Henry Wilson of 
Massachusetts, in the Senate, January 25, 1860. 

nL THE ADMISSION OF KANSAS : Got. Seward*s great Speech, in Senate, February 
29, 1860. 

IV. NATIONAL POLITICS : Speech of Abraham Lincoln, of Illinois, at the Cooper Instl* 
tute, New-York, February 27, 1860 ; James R. Doolittle*s Yindication of Wisconsin. 

V. LAND FOR T^JB LANDLESS : The Hon. Galusha A. Growls Speech, in the House, 
February 29, 1860. 

VL THE LIFE OF ABRAHAM LINOOUNT ! By am Illinois Republican, who knows 
well the man and his history. A large compact pamphlet of 32 double-column pages, for general 
circulation as a compaign document. Price 4 cents a copy, 40 cents per dozen, $2 50 per 
hundred, $20 per thousand. If required by mail, one cent additional must be sent to prepay 
postage. Cash orders are solicited, and will be filled in the order of their reception. 

Vn. PROTECTION OF HOME LABOR AND HOME PRODUCTIONS NECES- 
SARY TO THE PROSPERmr OF THE AMERICAN FARMER : By Henry Carey 
Baird. 16 large octaytf pages. 

The above are printed on fair type and good paper, each forming a large octavo tract of 16 
pages, except No. 6, which is double size and price. They are sold in quantities of One Thou- 
sand, or over, for onk cent per copy, and the Thousand may be made up from the list above 
given, as the buyer may desire. In smaller quantities, $1 25 per hundred ; 25 cents per dozen ; 
singly, 4 cents. By mail, postage prepaid, 5 cents per copy, 80 cents per dozen, $1 60 per 100, 
$13 50 per 1,000. 

IN GEEMAN. 

L Seward's late Speech on the Admission of Kansas. 

n. Land for the Landless : The Hon. Galusha A. Grow's Speech. 

HL National Politics : Abraham Lincoln^s Speech. 

IV. The Irrepressible Conflict : Gov. Seward^s Rochester Speech. 

V. State Rights and Supreme Court x The Hon. James R. Doolittle's Speech. 
VX The Democratic Leaders for I>isimion i The Hon. Henry Wilson*s Speech. 
vn. The Barbarism of Slavery : The Hon. Owen Lovejoy's Speech. 

Price of all these German Speeches, 6 cents a single copy ; |2 60 per 100 ; $15 per 1,000. 
By mail, postage prepaid, 6 cents each, 60 cents per dozen, 25 for )(tl, 100 for $2 75, 1,000 for 
$17 50. 

Will not our Republican friends aid us to <* circulate the documents ?" Now is the time when 
thousands of minds can be reached and influenced. 

Address THB TRIBUNE, 

Trilmne Buildinfft, NevhYory 



THE NEW-YORK TRIBUNE. 

mDUGEMENTS TO GLUBS. 

NOW IS THE TIME TO SUBSCRIBE. 

The Tribune — now more than eighteen years old, and having over a quarter of a million 8ub< 
Bcribers, or constant purchasers diffased through every State and Territory of our Union^ will 
continue in essence what it has been-— the earnest champion of Liberty, Progress, and of what- 
ever will conduce to our nation's growth in Virtue, Industry, Knowledge, and Prosperity. 

THE NEW-YOEK DAILY TRIBUNE 

is printed on a large imperial sheet, and published every morning and evening (Sundays ex- 
cepted). It contains Editorials on the topics of the times, employing a large corps of the best 
newspaper writers of the day ; Domestic and Foreign Correspondence ; Proceedings of Con- 
gress; Reports of Lectures; City News; Cattle, Horse, and Produce Markets; Reviews of 
Books ; Literary intelligence ; Papers on Mechanics and th^JLrta, Cookery, etc., etc. We strive 
to make THE TRIBUNE a newspaper to meet the wants of the public — its Telegraphic news 
alone costing over $15,000 per annqm. 

TERMS : The Daily Tribune is mailed to subscribers at $6 per annum, in advance ; $3 for 
six months. 

THE NEW-YORK SEMI-WEEKLY TRIBUNE 

IS published every Tuesday and Friday, and contains all the Editorials of the Daily, with the 
Cattle, Horse, and General Markets, reliably reported expressly for THE TRIBUNE. Notice of 
New Inventions ; Foreign and Domestic Correspondence ; Articles on Cookery ; and during the 
Sessions of Congress, it contains a summary of Congressional doings, with the more important 
speeches. We shall, as heretofore, make the semi-wbeklt tribune a Literary, as well as Polit- 
ical newspaper, and we are determined that it shall remain in the front rank of family papers. 

TERMS. 

Per Copy, one year $3 00 I Five Oopiei, one year ..... $11 25 

Two Oopiee, one year 5 00 I Ten do. to ens €iddrMt 20 00 

Any person sending us a elub of twenty or over, will be entitled to an extra copy. For a 

club of forty, we will send The Daily Tribune one year. 

THE NEW-YORK WEEKLY TRIBUNE, 

a large eight page paper for the country, is published every Saturday, and contains Editorials on 
the important topics of the times, the news of the week, interesting correspondence from all 
parts of the world, the New- York Cattle, Horse, and Produce Markets, interesting and reliable 
Political, Mechanical, and Agricultural articles. Papers on Cookery, etc., etc. 

We shall, during this year, as hitherto, constantly labor to improve the quality of the instruct- 
ive entertainment afforded by THE WEEKLY TRIBUNE, which, we intend, shall continue to 
be the best Family Weekly Newspaper published in the world. We consider the Cattle Maricet 
Reports alone richly worth, to cattle raisers, a year's subscription price. 

TERMS. 

One Oopy, one year $2 i Five Coj^iea, oae year $8 

Three Copies, one year .... .61 Ten Copies, one year 12 

Twenty Copies, ^ 0n« a<2(2rM9 20 

Tweutf OopieUf to addre»$qf sack tubtcriber ....... M 

Any person sending us a club of twenty or more, will be entitled to an extra copy. For a 
club of forty, we will send THE SEMI-WEEKLY TRIBUNE, and for a club of one huudred, 
THE DAILY TRIBUNE will be sent gratis. 

Subscriptions may commence at any time. Terms always cash in advance. All lettei^s to be 

addressed to THS TBIBUNB, Tribune Buildings, 

Nassau St., New-York. 



HORACE GREELEY'S 



OVERLAND JOURNEY TO CALIFORNIA, 



m THE SUMMER OF 1859. 



llfBRAOING 



AN ACCOUNT OF THE PRESENT 



MORMON CHURCH IN UTAH. 



BY 



HORACE GREELEY. 

One vol. 12ino.j doth. Price $!• 

No more interesting record of American Travel has ever appeared than Mr. Greelej^s Let* 
ters, written while on his recent Journey through the Great West, Utah and California. They 
have already attracted the attention of thousands in all parts of the country, and a universal 
desire has been expressed to have them in a connected and permanent form. 

The book contains a careful revision of the Letters already published, and also much new and 
interesting matter, including the author*s notes and observations among the Mormons in Utah, 
closing with a chapter on the Pacific Railroad, in which Its importance and feasibility are clearly 
set forth, and its ultimate success fully established. 

THE FOLLOWING LIST IS FROM THE TABLE OF CONTENTS ; 

From New- York to Kansas. South Pass to Bridger. 

Notes on Kansas. From Bridger to Salt Lake. 

Summing up on Kansas. Two Hours with Brigham Young. 

On the Plains. The Mormons and Mormonism. 

The Home of the Buffiilo. Salt Lake and its Environs. 

Last of the Buffalo. The ArOiy in Utah. 

The American Desert. From Salt Lake to Carson Valley. 

Good Bye to the Desert Carson Valley — ^The Sierra Nevada. 

The Kansas Gold Dig^ngt. Oalifbrnia Mines and Mining. 

The Plains—The Mountains. California— The Yosemite. 

The Gold in the Rocky Mountains. California— The Big Trees. 

*^ Lo, the Poor Indian.** California Physically considered. 

Western Characters. California — Its Resources. 

From Denver to Laramie. California — Summing up. 

Laramie to South Pass. California— Final Gleanings. 

Railroad to the Pacific. 



Address THE TRIBUNE, New-York. 



THE 

TRIBUNE ALMANAC FOR 1860 

CONTAINS: 

APPROPRIATIONS BY CONGRESS. LEAP-YEAR. 

CABINET OP THE UNITED STATES. OOOULTATIONS. 

CALENDARS FOR 1860. POSTAGE, RATES OP 

CHRONOLOGICAL CYCLES. PRESIDENT, POPULAR VOTE FOR, BY 

CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES. STATES. 

DAY AND NIGHT, LENGTH OP RETURNS OF ELECTIONS in all the States 

ECLIPSES FOR 1860. holding General Elections during the year 

EQUINOXES AND SOLSTICES FOR 1860. 1859, carefully compiled expressly for the 

EXECUTIVE GOVERNMENT OF THE UNI- Tribune Almanac, and compared with former 

TED STATES. elections for convenient reference. 

GOVERNORS OF THE STATES AND TER- SEASONS, DURATION OP 
RITORIES. ■ SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 

GOVERNMENTS OF EUROPE. SLAVE TRADE, FOREIGN 

HOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES OF THE SOVEREIGNS OP EUROPE. 

UNITED STATES. STARS, MORNING AND EVENING 

ITALIAN WAR, SKETCH OP THE STATE GOVERNMENTS. 

KANSAS IN 1869. SUPREME COURT, JUDGES OF 

LAND FOR THE LANDLESS. TIDES. 

MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY AND TREASURY ESTIMATES FOR 1860. 

MINISTERS RESIDENT. TRUE TIME. 

Price (postage prepaid), single copies, 13 cents, American coin ; 12 copies, $1 ; 100 copies, 9S 
If sent by Express, $7 per 100; 13 copies for |1. 
Orders, accompanied with the cash, respectfully solicited. Address, 

THE! TRIBUNJU, New-Tork. 



EVERT LAWYER SHOULD HAVE A COPT. 

THE LEMMON SLAVE CASE. 



•4M> 



The full history of the Lemmon Slare Case, from its origin to its final decision in the Court 
of Appeals, containing the opinion of Judge Paine, before whom the case was first heard, the 
opinion of the Supreme Court, the points and arguments of Charles O^Conor, William M. Erarts 
and Joseph Blunt, in the Court of Appeals, and the opinions of Judge Denio, Wright, and 

Olerke. The great importance of the legal and political principles involTcd, the boldness with 
which the issues were made, and the ability with which the argument was sustained on both 
sides, render this one of the most significant and universally interesting trials that ever took 
place in this country. Price per copy, 25 cents ; per 100, $16. If sent by mail, 5 cents in ad- 
dition must be sent to prepay postage. Terms cash. Address 

THE TOZBUNB, Tzibune BaUdings, New-York. 



SONG BOOKS FOR THE CAMPAIGN. 

HUTCHINSON'S REPXJBUOAN SONGSTER, 

Edited by JOHN W. HUTCHINSON, of the weU-known 

HUTCHINSON FAMILY OP SINGERS, 

and embradng some of their choicest songs. Price 10 cents. 

ALSO, 

THE BOBOLINK MINSTREL, 

Or REPUBUOAN SONGSTER, Edited by GaoBOH W. Bungat, containing a great variety of highly humorous, as 

well as patriotic songs. Price 10 cents. 

ALSO, 

THE CONNECTICUT WIDE-AWAKE SONGSTER, 

Edited by John W. HotchixSON, assisted by B. Jbpson, Professor of Music, of New-Haven. This book embraces 
some of the best of the Hutchinson Family songs, and a variety of choice songs especially adapted to the Wide 
Awakes, who, it is well known, are a Ck)nnecticut " Institution." Price 10 cents. 

THl ABOVB THBEB BOOKS COSTAnf 

« TEE FLAG OF THE BRA YE,'' 

A $26 Priae Song, by W. J. Wallaob, together with many others of nearly equal merit that were candidates for the 
Prise, neither of which can be found in any other Oampidgn Songster. Glee Clubs that desire 

THE BEST CAMPAIGN SONGS OF THE SEASON 
Should be careftd to order either 

HUTCHINSON'S REPUBLICAN SONGSTER, 

THE BOBOLINK MINSTREL, 

OR 

THE COmif ECTICUT IVIDE-AWAKE. 

Each 10 cents ; or the three for 25 cents, or all of them, which would be better still. A liberal discount to chibe 
and booksellers, in quantities. Published by 

O. HUTCHINSON, 272 Greenwich St., N. Y. 



JtJ ST PUBLISHED, JULY 2^th, 1860. 

THE 

REPUBLICAN '"CAMPAIGN" TEXT-BOOK 

FOR 1860. 

BY WILLIAM HENRY FRY, 

OF THB MXW TOBK TBIBUKB. 

12mo. Paper Covert, Price 25 eenU. 

This work, handsomely printed, contains 83 chapters of the most important matter, necessary to be known of Be- 
poMiean prindples, and sham Democracy; white Slavery (Jewish, Greek, and Roman), which the South desires to 
revtre; Modem Slaveiy; Ordinance of 178T; Compromises; Kansas; Votes; AdminlstraUon Corruptions; Outrages 
on the North; Southern white fflavery; Burning of Men alive; British Emancipation successAii; Land Question i 
Lives of Lincoln and Hamlin, etc, etc., aU dose, condensed, and accurate. 

Av Abut cm Agknts Waxtid to sell this work throughout the land. Terms liberaL 

8in£^ copies sent to any address, postpaid, on receipt of price. Address 

A. B. BTJEDICE, Publisher, 

No. 145 Nassau St, New York. 

A New ZSdition of Helper's Oxisia ready. 



A Complete Political History of the United States 

Xxx£t lA^JMLifetllXuwnJDt lb X ii X JudJRuL A^JNl i 

A POLITICAL HISTORY, exhibiting the Nature, Origin and Practical Operation of Constitu. 
tienal Government in the United States ; th*e Rise and Progress of Parties ; and the views of 
Distinguished Statesmen on Questions of Foreign an d Domestic Policy. 

BY ANDREW W. YOXJNG. 

Large Svo. Library^ Sheep. Price $3 50. 

This work embraces the whole period of our governmental history, commencing with the 
brief "compact " drawn up by the *' Pilgrim Fathers " before their landing, down to the present 
administration. 

It presents the views of our ablest Statesmen, and the action of the Government on all the 
prominent questions of public policy which have arisen under the Constitution, and which have 
divided the people into parties. 

An important feature of the work is, that on controverted questions, whether involving Con- 
stitutional principles or mere considerations of policy, the main arguments on both sides are 
impartially given, and submitted without comment to the judgment of the reader. 

Subjoined to the work is an Appendix, containing the Declaration of Independence, Articles 
of Confederation, a statement of the Electoral Votes that have been ^ven for the different can- 
didates for the Presidency, etc., etc. 

[From the N. Y. Tribane.] 

" The author has performed his difficult task with that laborious care and conscientious fidelity, 
which those acquainted with his previous works must confidently anticipate in any production 
of his pen. . . . There are tens of thousands — nay, hundreds of thousands — of youth in 
our land, whose daily duties do not afford them leisure to wade through shelves of Niles' Regis- 
ters, Annual Registers, Washington's, Jefferson's, Madison's, Calhoun s, Benton's and other 
letters and papers, in order to gain a clear and comprehensive view of the main questions which 
have successively divided our statesmen and our countrymen generaUy. But the farmer's son by 
the winter fireside, the apprentice at his hours of leisure, the clerk in the duller season for business, 
may make himself thoroughly familiar with Mr. Young's book, and thus become better informed 
respecting the past political history of our country than so many as one-third of those now exer- 
cising the right of suffrage^ And as the same questions, substantially, reappeared from age to age 
though under different auspices, and often with a change of sides among those contending for the 
mastery, this unassuming * Statesman ' will prove to mOst of them emphatically useful and in- 
structive. We heartily commend it to general attention and perttsal,^ 

TO AGENTS. — The above book is sold only by subscription. Exclusive right for Counties 
given to active, energetic men. For terms, address the Publishers. 

•-•-• 

EVERT AMERICAN CITIZEN 

SHOULD OWN 

RANDALL'S LIFE OF JEFFERSON. 8 vols..., $ T 60 

JEFFERSON'S COMPLETE WORKS. 9 vols 22 60 

RECOLLECTIONS OF WASHINGTON, by his adopted Son, G. W. Parkb Custis, . 2 60 

LIFE AND WORKS OF BENJAMIN FRANKLIN. 2 Vols 6 00 

WIRT'S LIFE OF PATRICK HENRY. 1 vol 1 25 

»-•-• 

▲ LABQK NUMBER OF AGZNTS WANTED TO CIRCULATE 

THE LIFE AND PIIBLIO SERVICES 

HON. ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 

With a Portrait on Steel. 

BYD. V/. BARTLETT, 

THE WELIr-KNOWN AUTHOR 09 " fHE LIfE «F LADT JAKE aRAT," " JOAK OF ARC," ETC., 

And Wanhtniftiyn Oorre^ponattU oj the ^JT&w York Evening Post," and ^^ Independents 

One Itandsome Itftmo* OloCli,|Cttt ImclL, 860 pases* Price • * • $1 00 
Pamplilet BdlUon, ••• •••••••••• 26 

Liberal discount given. Address DERBY & JACKSON, Publishers, 

498 Broadway, New-Tork. 

*** Copies of either or all of the above sent by mail, post paid, on receipt of the price af 
advertised. 



mf^^mmmm 



